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HEN I read'ovey your Remarks'on | 
WM. Bre Confiitation, 

a ſtoodamaa d at the firibge Cohſi- 
dencs, and Aﬀfiirance;? with which you revived 


d te dens, which base b che e 


full Anſwer at. the-contemptuone Inſelende] 


with which you treat every one, who preſutties 


to differ from you, and av the Tru. 
* e pe tr — 


1 —— 


ent of tbe, Rules! of Lagict and Grammar, de- 


throning. dme Senſe, heaping up' mighty M- 


1 tan of defermed Rubbiſh, and ereting a Furrreſ: 
en iii Surface of a Fg. Theſo ure ſoms of your 


den of Rhetorick, which ſopply th f. 
9 29h. 7148 * "005 1.5 . 
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out with the greateſt 


0 ono had bitbemo made 1 


| 1 Aibrance for 
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2 A Letter to the Remarker on th6- | 
of \rgument. ' In like 


you treat 2 
„a wetthy Country _—_ 
profiniad to offer ſome Remarks on your won= 
derful Performance, © Tou paſs over moſt of his 


Argutnents with contemptuous Glenge... You 
1 1 0 2 bim with Chriffian mildneſs, 


and moderation ; and-yet; you treat;biem ghrough- 
Infolence*: You dell him 
that you. leave "the greateſt Part of bis N- 
to be-rarrind the Way air Ne, by 
ö 7 Me Bp chr 
ee Bags imenititifedt: in u den live, tet 
tian d -A mot magiſtertiab Wey tits of d 
miſſing what you canndt/knfiver ©, Youcharge 
him with coal - and deltherate and 
call opon him to He bir brow clini; 
though it anothet: Place you are 6-gootl up te 
hope it & ignoratice, | and: not di 00 U, A. 
Repty w -this 
your, Send Edition, i heve ventured ito offer 
theſe; ſaw Remarks to you, In order, if pofſible, 
to ſiop chis your cent boaſting; or ut feaſt to 
—— — mage | 
1 


— — of thy Kpadi 
of the Troaity; in Aitifwer. w Bp. Cen r and 


| daft I panlibed e Fonkaaday of ue te- 
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I bavg.thought grape ance mog un Mbp 
Pen in Defence of this important Dadiine, 


ia weny. Jaſkeptes A cn only t 


bat I have aid hf. — 
yau 2 and 
afford a uk and; nn Fal af an 
Tan d Df’ Tr 
- 1 Wheat: you linveHid.abeut tbe:Cetteinty of 
N — been fully, onddered by Mr. Fyjber. : 


and, eswe ulſo dus bean 
oll handled by ſevarul able MWuitera, A νẽ- 
not: add, muah onithes Head. Thus for d cd⁰νν 
gen with you, that age aner, Gg) G. 


n that en things withis es Province it cn 
'  eletermine: wich ſuſſi dient Oertainty g that it 
oha D ci there i t wit ame Supre 
1 an bot cut are, neither mn dor fur 


3 815 A d. 6 i 
OY 8 A2 and 
2 


— 1 


— 


= « Sevickr(inany of our Owede, or Articlen A 


die ume all your Pretences, Fir, Supremacy 


— — — — —— —— — — — — ͥ——— — — . — eg ST.” Sin — . AA A A — — 
: | | = | 
- 1 * > * 
* C 
= * TJ * F 
. 4 

* 3 

« 

* 1 
— 

” U 


rr 


Y \ rer * * Wy 4 
u * q "— : IL 
- 1 
- * * Wy - 
— 7 . n 
4 7 | 4 k 


Dales to in Mn,: onthe 
| * 2 fee "hd true Rüde 
Alben vod add that whoevir. fr hr ae, 
——— = 
bolds them n ibe pi ah 

kenns be God; here 1 traſt op. | Andr wth 
Hirſt aſſe you how this latter clauſe comes tö Ye 
ſoiſted in? The Perſons you diſpute With hola - 
that the Divine Attributes and Eflerice ure e- 

dried Rom the Father to the For; but thit” He 
baut 'rhins af bir urditrify FPkafire one of tern 
nd SN 4 e ee N. a ny 
As to the Title of Sup God, or the S 
pe , dani know that it is giver} to bur 


to your . — of it be. pleaſed to acdept 
wr ded; —— do the 
fame Kind of Sophiſtry not many Veard 4g 
Ne I bops tan be impoſed on by fuch m Fal- 
ciel, n 
Lemming. Le the Reader: carefully: 
(three \Things, and be will then'be jr 


of Power, ar n | 
poſed of all \Perfedtion, anit the bi 
lac poſſible. And eb it it t « 


net 
i matbing of Mio nd thr mir" lr ee 


—— ——ê 
Not 36 you talk, ene and another, but ane and 


1. 6. . eee 


: 1 2 2 the ee 


iy. L 


| 2 Odtonomy, belongs to the \ Father": 
mo der "of volientary Condeſtenifion, fub- 
lt bo de duni, or in Capacity of Medi- 
. Ad meſt of the TextefFhich you'cite 
ti peo che Nau t inferiority; relate to Hit fn. 
"this Capacity. Rut +605, us the ſame excilletit 
Writer elſe x Here obſet ves, eg by a delegated 
Fre does by no means. infer. any inferiority of 
| Natarts' but pather "tht en 
"Be fuch at my e Nause ir abit th Mun, ar | 
be it Bee. it 6 1} T2 CEL * | 
What % this," We finda Seco! 
Perſon every where in Scripture called the" Sor 
Gad, and that in a peculiar Manner, * his 
bn Son; * bis \beloved - San, his one Son; his 
- welkbeloved, bus only begotten Son, which is in 
. fit Defence of Queries, 5.89. N A. Re. vill. 38. 
at. i. 72. ü. 5. or. xi. 46. > Fob. 1. 14 
8. . —16. 16.1 Fob. iv, 9 See Bull, Indie. Eccleſ. Ce hel. 
be. 


v. c. g d. Pearſon on the Creed, p · 3 
the 


G6. A Letter t0.the Remerker on te 
the poo py bis Father, . * He is. called 74 a 

Oppoſition a n Il Cres: 
1 Pala ang 


7855 


Fa Relation between an ei bog Ay Ph 
and the moſt natural and obe us Senſb of de- 
actes en Equality of Nature," But you are mY 
to tell us that, J G and Son off God are 
Valar Terms, then Adam was for. of i 
$13 written, which was the, Son of. Gag. It. i 
fo written and ſo urg Agel, And all good 
Aula called in Seriptwre the. Sew. . Ge 
Tes yourlelf/ haye J hope, 4 Title to.this Ap- 
Pellation. But would not you think it extreme 
Freſumption to call youlalf, che au ror Sep, - | 
che auh begotiea Son * Se! Could the Far 


Exalted. Creature in the Univerſe call hit 
Other inferiar Beings may be, and, have berg, 

called the Sons of God in a figurative, or lower 
[Senſes hut the Title of ere ef 
ett Son, are Appellations too mot 
only for Adam, or any of the: Sm Ae, 
but for any of the Angel: f \God to beur-. ot. 
Auch Titles import not un Equality of Nature, it 
Will be hard to fay what Ideas they wgre de- 
tigned to convey, © "Sup lll farther, to this Son 


Ber edge . ef. Jeb. _— Fa, 
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yy eg * hun þ aſcribed 


＋ % Comp. eb, wo! 10d %. vi. en l. 10. and. Mal. 


Fey 7 


1 ven in Scripturt every Name, 
Sa: of the whe fro lo 
0e with it, *the mighty on, "the 
de the r God, * God very all, þ 77 


e of G the" 
BY fm ty ld to Hare fry 


mn tb King Kings, and Lord of 
1 


Ommſcrence, 
k | Znmutability and |" Eternity, 
ad u do in the moſt emphatical Manner. 
n (nim chi of himſelf) Br who fareb< 
n the Reins, and the Hearts, the Apha and the 
ce, the e and the Leh be who ir, and 
wh wat, and who a to come, the Almighty. 
But the Scripture: 


, ay well as Renfon, teach 
ve that there fs one only God. And therefore 
v obonclude thet'the Son'is fo united with the 
Barker as tobe one Gd with him. It lies upon 
ydu to prove the negative, that no Union what» 
Ine can tanks we Ribs dr Bing, w Gu 


II. 1. A. Lag. Ah. 16. . il, 13. See Waterland's 


: Semen pag. r 3 Jeb. v. 30. See Do. ps 206. = Rom, 
R Ar. . Gee DN, a, 1 Cor. ti. 8. d. Comp. Job. vd 4. 


and I, he 5. e i ee 3 . is. f. See 


Wet. Senn. p. 2). Gl. I. 16. Job. 2. Heb. i. 3. 
5 1 Job. xvi. 30.—xxi, 17. ü, 2% 25 /b N 
1 Hb. . 55 L J 7 ATE 


Rev f. 24, 1. fi. 
uur of $:5/grazy; al leakt the thief of them, mall be wore hou 


| conlidered hereafter, 4nd vindicated from all exceptions. . 


EL | * You 


\ 


poſſible in the nature of the Thing... In or, 
to which you muſt, 49 1 apprehend, fix a rg. 


Which has puzzled: the | greateſt Maſter uf 


| e there cited 


4 


in ſome Senſe inferior to the Father, and that 
Faber they call the Firſt Perſqn,. the Sen the 
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" Star At Baits ing, 


Jon arp. to-ſhew. the Suppoſitign/,to be * 


that not: orfly-with 7 
but to the Divine. Nature. This dg «-Queſtany + 


and. 


Reaſon: and which I may reaſonably pteſume ia 


above your Capacity to give a clear Solution ol 


Again. The Title of the Son G im- 
plies « diſtinerion from, and ſome; Kind vd 
Subordination to the Futber, And therefore 
the Sor is by all the ancient Writers held to % 


even, with regard to his Divine Nature The 


Second : the: Father they all repreſent as unhe- 
gotten, receiving his Being und- Attributes nam 
none but himſelf: the Son they e teachota: be | 


God of God, begotten of the Rather c and:regeiving 
his Nature and Attributes from him; but yet 


c- eternal and corequal' with the Father, regrive 
ing of him from all Etetnity the ſame-entire-and 
undivided Effence. And this Wey iluftrate © 
DM Compariſon of Wir Ae ee | 


> $65, Watelants if and 2d. Defence) Quiz. - $ 
© © See Bull, Def. Eid. Sect, jv. See et i > 
IL p. 71 


— * 77 * 
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noceſſary.-the latter a negative Idea—underiv- 
ed ::the firſt anſwers to the Queſtion at a 


1 Thing is. The Ideas are therefore plainly 


£ menen 8 
Fountain, or Light ſcomehe Sun, which, though 

| Ciltindt rom, ace yet neceſſarily co-oxiſting with. 
the Squrcs, from hence they-alue; And the 
Apoſtle uſes the ame Compariſon . Te ſtylei 
the Sen ara r eee 
emanation.gf: the Glory of: the Father. . 

<Bus you day that whoever ane, | 


sani om it nit ſupreme God.=But you tell © 


not: what you mean by. ſe/fexiftent : it is 10 
ſaripumal Term. Lou ſeem to confound two 
Thing which ought to be kept diſtinct, neceſ= 
 fary.(exiftnce, and ſelf-exiſtenct. By neceſſary. 
'exiflent uſually. has been underſtood what al- 
ways. bas exiſted, and muſt exiſt, eternally, 


and immutably k hy ſe//-exifent what is no way 
derived from any prior, co-eval Cauſe, or 


Principle. The former is a -poſitive Idea 


Thing is) the latter to the Queſtion whence 


distinct: and it is at leaſt poſſible to ſuppoſe a 
Being cternal, and neceſſary, and yet not un- 
detiutd, If we ſay then that the Son is de- 
rived from the Father (as the Term San indeed 


umports) why may not this Emanation be cter- 
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10 of Letter tothe Remavher on the 
nal, immutable, and neceſſuty ) If you -eould 
have brought any Proof to the contrary, it had 
been more to the Purpoſe than your Oingle of 
Words about one Spr Gad, and another 
Supreme Gd, But your Reaſon 'concludes.. ſ& 
with intuitive. certainty," Ai L am riot- poſſeſſed 
of this intuitiue Knowledge, you muſt; excuſe 
me, Sir, if I chooſe rather to.take the: Apoſtles 
Word than yours. St. Jun teachee me that 
the Mord was the only»begotten Son of the. Father, 
and therefore derived from the Futur. JZut 
juſt before he telle un that the: Ward war in the 
Beginning with God, and was God, - . WAR 
Laſtly, vou tell us that whoever 1 not with. 
out Body, Parti, or Paſſions, is amt Supreme God 
Here, Sir, I muſt again beg leave to aſle you 
Queſtion ot two. Vou allow, L think, the Pre« 
exiſtence of' the Lagos, that he was @ mo fu 
prndoufly. glariotis Being, and that be t in 
Heaven, before he appeared here on Harth. 
If, Sir, you will be pleaſed to explain how ſuch 
a glorious Being could take upon him the Nature 
of Man, and be: mad? Fleſh, you may then 
fibly be able to comprehend how the divine: 
(ature could be united to the human. As God 
is without Body, Parts, or human Paſſion fo 


th hob F. 14. t Þ, gb La 


Layman Serifrarhl Cui. 11 
dio is am Angel. I muſt own'thattheſe Things 
ure above my Comptehenſion: and I preſume 
they are above yours too. You cannot explain 
the Nature of the Union of your own Soul and 
Body. This, and ſrveral other Thing: relative 
do the Divine Nature, Mr. Aſber called upon 
you to explain 1 to all which you vouchſafe no 
Anwar, but only Inſolence, and Abuſe. * You 
vhorge him wich groſs i epreſontation of you, 
Fand call pn him to eite bis vum Cin. 
gal. And wherein, does this Cyiminality con · 
OR? He calls your boaſted Reaſon the d 
this Wirld, which you ſay is a quite different, 
nnd contrary Thing. But be pleaſed, Sir, to look 
again Injo;your.Bible : and you will find that 
Bt. Paul iv ſpeaking, not of the Wi/dom of the 
 Fovetwus or ambitious. Worldling, but of the 
"Wiſdom of the Philoſophers and w/e. Men among 
the Gentiles: There were many Things in the 
Goſpel no way agreeable to their pre-conceived 
Notions : and therefore the Dodtine, of Cbrift 
was Froliſhneſt to. them, I can really ſee but 
little difference between their #/j/dm and 
yours, "Their boaſted Wi/dow prevented them 
from receiving a Doctrine, which they could 


| not comprehend : your Reaſon pettnits you in- 


ee „s. or 1. e. 
* Ba _ 


ts Af Litter t0 the Remarher one 


deed'to rechive the' Gyr" but beachten you te 
explain «way: every Thing: im it above':yous 
Comprehenſion. - Dr. Whitby har d Nets "0 


| this Place very to den the Purpoſe)! ber 
gives us a Citation from Jui the | 
"They cont ns mad. (ſays that ancient Father) 


thut after the immutable arid eternal God, wt wor 
the Jetond Plate 108 Man that uus euch wat” 
tnowing the Myſtery of this Didirine——Your 
Reaſon teaches you to deny the fame Doftrind 
on the fame Principles. Whereas tie Script 
tells us thut be Nord unn Gun und that rb 
Wird bas nitde Nc pad, Raga conchies wn 
zmuftive crrtainty thaf God is without Body; Parr, 
6 Paſo, and therefore aaa vor be maus 
Nb. Nennt 50/!t meet een FM. 
But your tell us that" tbe Duri of Tris 
ir "riot nder ſbuebing #6 Redfern and 
wummon Senſe; and that hereby great Advantdget 
r afforded to the Emifuriet of Rune Ven Blr, 
1 'khow that this h been urge by Ph 
Pri: and 1 cahndt but wonder to fee this * 
exploded Objection of theits revived by n PY 


Mar Welter, This very Aden vu nas 


rel. l. p.66 —— be Ui 
to be honoured in the Second Place, Bee Bull Def, Fid, Nic, 
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Layman's Striptural Confutation, 
Wo — — 
ee ſhould not know that it 
ww fully av wir by many of our ableſt 
Divides' Dr. Sdwioet, Bp. Kidder, Bp. SHH - 
Jeers und other,. But, as you ſeerm ignorant 
n en ge you in as few Words as Lean 
the '9ublance” of what is advanced by theſd 
| Javtied Weiters,'-r you to themſelves. 
et further Bativfadion, The firſt Reaſon then 
w v daliser the Doctrine of the Trinity, = 

and: not that of Frwnfebfentiation, is becauſe. 
the-dby' depends upon one fingle Expreflion, 
hich may, and muſt, be underſtood figura - 
tively, and hab other Phraſes joined with. it 
confeſſdly figututive :-* the other is taught in 


ſiges of -Soripture: Another Reaſon why we 
_ believe the Doctrine of the Trinity, and not 
that of Tranſubllantiation, is, becauſe the ond 
jo plainly taught» in $cr4pture, the other is not 
* all taught there, Our bleſſed Saviour calls - 
the Bread his Body, which «was broker, and the 
Wine bis Blood which was ſhed, whereas hid 
| Boy was not then broken, not his Bled d. 
% Bev alſo u Sermon hay publiſhed by the Dean of Obe 
tet, Which 1 had not ſeen when I wrote this. ++ / 

b This u proved ar large by. h). Gul gg in Als eig 
entltled— T Doctrine of the Trin(y and Tran/ubMlantiation com · 


pared, Pi. 1d. Tho 


| variety of Expreſſions, and it narmtberlefs Paſs. ' 


14 df Litter 10 , umu onthe 


The Doctrine therefore, of Tran/ubfantietionin 
Inconſiſtent with the Words themſelves,'\and..is 
contrary. to the moſt plain, obvious, and, natural 
Senſe of them. Nor could the Apoſtles, poſſls 
bly underſtand our, Lord in ſuch. Seaſe ) er 
Imagine that he held out te, them his, Boe is 
his on Hands, or gave them to drink of hie 
own Blood, which they perceived ſtill flowing 
in his Veins... Thirdly we belieye the. Doctrine 
of the Trinity rather than that of Traguuh an 
ation, becauſe this relates to an Object within 
the Cognizance of our Senſes, and Underſtaad · 
ing, the other. relates to an Object, infinite, and 
incomprehenſible, Our Senſeq; were given ut 
to judge of; the ObjeRts, around ust and, If 
they in Ny Banrlogies conſtantly, and unayoidge 
bly, deceiye-us,:there is an End of all Certalnty. 
The, maln Evidence; of the Truth of the Ci. 
dn Religion is drawn, from Facts, which 
ould be known only by the Teſtimony of our 
zepſes, It is by our Senſes alone that we can 
know any, Words (theſe Words, for Inſtance, of 
Conſecration), to be in our Bible : and therefore 
no Doctrine can be proved from Scmipturr, 
which teaches us to diſpelleve the plain Evidenpe 
of all our Senſes, This cannot be ſald with 
Regard to the Doctrine of the Trinity, The 


Divine Nature and Manner of Exiſtence p 
mo 


' 


Linas Seriptural Confutati 3 


moſt | undoubtedly a Subject above the Com- 
— either of dur Senſes, or our Reaſon, 

the dne Caſe the Subjeft is a Body, In the 
oftier u Spirit: In che one finite, comprehenſi · 
„and obyious to our Senſes ; in the other 
; undd in henſible. The two Caſes 
therefore ure us Widely diſtant, us the Heaven 
A from the Earth. ' Laſtly, we cannot belleve 


TranfubAantiation; "becauſe it implies not only 
one, but man Contrudictlons: we believe tho 
Doctrine of the THHiry, becauſe we cannot ſee s 
in it any real Contradiction. But you tell ys 
that thr" preſent "DeBiyine, that three $ 
Godt are dur om Supreme God, maket a Part. 
our Chureb Efadlſiment. Pray, Sir, where do 
vou find ſuch 4 Propoſltlon in any of our 
Articles, or Creed. But perhaps you Will fay 
it iu no other than the neceſſary 4 ence * 
gur Doctrine! I anſwer in the Woche of Bp. 
Srilling fleet" We do" not ſay that three Perſons 
are but me Perſon, of that one Nature it thred 
Naturer, but that there are three Prrſont in one 
Nature. If therefore tne individual Natire be 


tommunicable to three Perſons, there is #0 


prarance of Alu in thit Dodfrine, To 


n 4 e and Nee Empel, Pr; lt 
Þ 844+ ͤ Wothi Fl, Yol II. Nass 99. 5.740. 
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16 A4 Latter to the Rui an de 
; ſame Pur 
em in much Malice 1 cbit OHielian ; hut 
there is little, Strengib. I it any Poe 
to ſay that the ſamo Thing 
one, in ſeveral Repel, 

Scripture rl oy he 2 
I may add too, that it is t Ae. 
Creed teacheth. I am 3 no Ap- 


prehenſion of giving vantage: to 
Papiſis by this, or any e Dodrines.; 


_ their Arguments of this Kipd have, been long 


ago fully anſwered. My Fears lie quite 
Way. Af as my 
I have found that the great Argument made: 
of by the Popi/h Emiſaries is drawn 
great, Hazard that 3s rung and the ill & 
2 uences which fallow, on Men's deferting thi 
other Church. There ig n Certainty,..they 
fell us, without alli :, no. | es Wrong 
but on St. Peter's Rock. Wh 
they, forſake this ung Guid 
their own private Spirit, they rin gy the maſt 
extravagant Noting and * moſt demnable Peres 
fie, even denying ord 'that dab them, 
This is, the _ * phiſtn, which my 
weak Minds, and 125 many ſtedfaſt 


Church. And now, Blr, ry me deſire ne 


2 . l. 1. 
\ 


* 


1 


ich, it all 277 


Obleryations haye wache 3 
Fram. the 


' and truſt.to 


ſpeaks the warthy A. B'. Ps 


2 


1 Letter in the Remarker on the ty 
- confider whether by retailing their malicious, 
and weak ObjeRlons, with regard to the Doctrine 
of the Trinity, und adopting their Sophiſtry in 
Vindication of the Worſhip of Angels,” you 
take not the readieſt Method to carty us back 
1% Papery, uud from Piptiry to Paganiſm. "Your 
'Bxplication” of Rev. xvii, 8. is juſt the ſame 
with that of Bellurmin. Celfics alſo taught the 
ſame Doctrine, that Norſbip was to be paid to 
inferior -Deities cotnmiſſioned by Gad. got 
Drigen anſwers, that (Lyiſfians never wor 
wy of the Minifters of God, bit one only Got, 
N Son, and Word, and Image, with 
Supphications, and Prayers, to the ue of their 
Power offering up our Prayers to the God of the 
Univerſe by his ren. Son, to whom fr wwe 
offer them; beſteching bim, as our  High-Privf, to 
Me them to the God over all. | 

11 l. Time now to come to your Probfh drawn 
from Seripture, * Von enter on them with ati 
Air of Triumph. Having firſt reſolved nat fe 


| Penance your" Reaſon, you God Mat you fink 


. 


Wubi of + He ſays, / Jeanne prtavit of Angelum, 
et tamen vlt, eur nos reprebendimur, qui facimu quod 
foelt, De Sandi, Dent. L. I. C. 14 tY, TY 

eg. 


| «vl, 5. 50. 899. 400. 6 i Ib, p. 06. 


1 
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firſt. to the laſt Chapter of your Bible,, I think /- 
you had better have ſtaid till you had obtained 


the Victory, before you ſang your, Te Deum. 

But pray what Propoſition. do not you find 

there? That Chris is Cd, is both Wed 
i t, and plainly implied, But the Scriptures . 
you that there is but one living and true = 
God. This we readily acknowledge. But you 
bring Texts} which, you. ſay, ed/olurely exclude 
if the Son by Name, ſuch, as Job. xvii. 45 and 
| 1 Chr. viii. 6, To this Mr. Fiſher thought 
i 1 9 to anſwer. that the firſt Text 
ao ri Ms, nor denies bim, to.be God, 

1 Wich regard to the latter, he afligns very 
Reaſons why we are not to ſuppoſe th 
aps Sat wage nent 5 La, excht+ 
five but to exclude other ſuppoſed 
and falſe-Gdd:, and Lords. But to this you, repl 
Wy with N and Inſolence. a 
It N- cannot confte iti lt foft in itt 
own Tenn 11. Ne- And this your AM, 
and br Moderation, And yet Me. Fiſher 
 fays no more than what the beſt Commentators, 
and many able Weitere, have ſald before hin! 


and. not only ſald, but proved. Grorſas thus 
' Interprote 


| 1 p, 90, * 0 5. 179. F 
des alſo Waterland's Sermons; p. $4+ he,m1 ft, Ding 

„ 8, Ce, and ad, Def, Pr St 436; Fa on the 6 
N P. 134 


Lyman ROAR T9 
__ 906. xvii." th Ur agniſtant" te falum 
Deum, t%cM/ir omnibtes tis quos falſa Gentium er. 
ftuafio i apud ef. And Dr. —_ this com- 
mentt on 1 "Cor. I. 8. A the Apofile by fat 
third ir one Lord, vis. "Yeſus Chrift, ranndt . 
redſonably fee 16 exclude tb Father from 
being Lord of Chriftians, fo neither by ſaying 
there it one God, th Father! ought be to be ſup- 
foſed to exchide D Obrift from being the God of 


Chriſtians, efpetially,' , we conſider that be it 
bere ſiyled the un Lord by whom are all Thingt, 


at be it Eph. IIl. 9. Col. J. 16, Nor are theſe 
DiſtinQions lately Inverted to evade the Force 
of theſe Texti : they hive always In the moſt - 
early Agen been underſtood in the ſume Senſe, 
 Novatian thus argue. / ergo credendun ſb- 
cndum progeriptim in Dominum unum Verum 
tum, & in tum quem mt Feſum Cu rome 


i uf ; Qi /Onequaguan Putri, ut ui ui muliſumx- 
Deum quogue intelligt volt. And 
thus ſays Terri Ow Dewi Pater, et abſyue 


es allus non off, Nied ipſe inferent nou * 
negat, fed altum Deum. Ceterum alu a Patre 


p 186, Celan, Vol. I, Dife, T., Te Sermon on 1 Cor, v. 
#8, My Vindie, p, 63, e, Fla, Body ef Divinity, p. 
95,3. " De Trin, C. 34+ * Adv, Prax, C. 18, v. 
bid, O. 13 -=. Adv, Heres Lib, Ill. Q, 6, Lib, lv. O. 14. 
"N 1 Comm, in Rom, ix, g. | 

C 2 > Filius 


20 1 


re Nee 


Shame to 
| you "moſh triumph TY Tun, 


But w 
Mor. xill, 48, where our 18 
22 hit coming, ſays that of thet Day 
and Hour knoweth no Man, wo not the Angel: 
which are in Heaven, neither the Son, on 
Father", You tell us that to ay thet the preſſe» 
wel Pranaumt, I, Thou, He, ay ron ow 
wot of ue Ghrgh, but 224 
Part F Au, it « Concert; which 4. 
Ne it 


ll Cirtainty in | 
70 4 8 the Pet * 


Ar, e in your Letter to Nr. 
ſome Language not very decent, 

you defy him to produce a fingle Toxt by way of 
proving that the perſonal Pronouns applied to Yeſur 
Chriſt do not LN e eee 
EY that we allow theſo Pronouns to wean bis 
whole Perſon, what chen? As Jeſus Chrif 1 
one Perſan, ſo In that two Nature were 
united, the divine, and the human. And will 


you ſay that # deſtroys all Certainty of Language 
to apply that to the whole Perſon, which is true 


only of one conſtituent Part, anne 
bn f. 44. bl F. 166. co 


Lyman e Seripttiral Gonfirtations ut 
common You yourſelf are, 1 preſume aF 
conſiſting af two Parts, 4 Soul and a Body. 
Let us ſee then how theſe P/ Proveune 
may be applied to yburſelf. Von ſay,l rink a. 
but what is it that thinks ? not your Body, but 
only your Soul, Ther breatheft too 1 but it ir 
not thy Soul, but thy Lunge that breath t Man 
may be ſaid to be both mortal and eta: worm . 
tal with Reſpect to his Body; and Immortal with 
to hiv 8oyl; | But we cannot 'Y 
e Tent, What think you of this =" Duf 
thin arr, and wito Dt. thew Hur ſuld 
God to An, And yet Nac teacher wi 
that tbe Duf Aol retn to tht Rarth, ar it wart 
and the Spirit ſball return um God, who gave 
it, And with. regard to tbe Perſon of Cirif, 
e read that Feſt wept 2 but I preſume 1 
it ſpoken mot of whale Chriſt, but of, a very icon 
fiderable Part of him. Again Yeu, when on 
the Oy, aid 1 thin, which could relate only 
to hls Body, * When in the Garden be wat 
farrewſul, and very beavy, it was bir Sowh, 
which: was ſo excrrding. forrowful, He told 
Nicademus that be came down {rom Heaven i but 
neither his Body, nor his Soul, came down from 


„ . 19. „ he al. 7. . io 
% Jeb. xix, 28, T9 Matz. xxvi, 37578. 2 Job. iti. . 


z 2 4 | be | F ; 
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oven] but mar Nature, which wt In Finne 
n due ci World wat. And yet here 


owt ü Shy". 
* ſueb Equiverationt tome with litth P 


9 G4 AN And 


you run Niet for ſeveral Pages together the 
Intereſt! of the Cauſe were” at Stake. Flv wurd. 


it gont for cu. 
3 ä 
. 
erncy ben k tha- 
mins, On fuch pitiful SopbiJtry the be of 


you are very 
angry if you are charged With Scurrility and 
Ae. And you fall very ſeverely on Mr. B. 
for his contemptuous Treatment of his Adver- 
farles. 1 ſhall not attempt to juſtify every thing, 
which that Gentleman has written, However 
ſottie Excuſs may be allowed to n Man, who 
writes'In Deferico of the eſtabliſhed Religion of 
his Country, of DoRrines, which he hay been 
taught to look upon as lacred · But ſurely one 
ho writes againſt the eſtabliſhed Religion, 
ought to do it tn the Spirit of Meekneſt, Con- 


temptuous, and opprobrious, Language is in ſuch 


2 Writer wholly inexcuſable. After all you 


ſeem to want ſore ſuch Shift yourſelf, * You 
allow the Son to have been in Heaven, before he 
appeared on Earth, and to have been next fo 


Y Jeb. xvii. 3. 0 P. 19% „ P. 21, . 43. 
5. gt, 4 P, 94. 


| | a the 


Lay mon'a Seriptural Cf 40 
the Supreme God, the moſt glorious, Being in % 
Univerſe, I muſt deſire vou then to explain. 


thi upendou/ly z when united 1 
ky 3 ature, nr yy regen Increa/d in 


Wiſdom us he grew up. I am afraid. you muſt, | 


ve Recourſe. to. the like Sd y, yy aur 
e cd by fald In ons 8 
what in, ano another he did know, . ANA ' 
Nut, if this dees not pleaſe; you, I can hg 
you 6 woo Sol 7 — 

may tery #4 If lo eſpouſod brated 
Dr. Clarke. J Hin ſays he) he Intention. of 


our Saviour in this P YR #9 declare that, as 
the Father fene 1. Ca nt) 9 
7 5 wie alone Fount 
Knowleag 17 2 
hag my le tg 


1 jon the 


» Ou 
a Lenſe, rel yy, RE 75 


y our Attention, "Thus ſays that ancient 
Fab} enquire on Fan [the 
1529 t d. u ee BN „ Father, ; 


e * Grotiur, Whithy Annot, 4%. Heb, and Tilmud 


r Malte, p. %. 
Mit wirat canſam, propter 
e re Bs 
Mtatus „ n aptabilem magly, neque decentioren, nec 4 
| ah ora, fn ax hw in praſenti e aim 


-- 


Uxetre, Dr. Cosa and Dr. rell Berthon en de Tete ts 


; u Ame the Ada 
„ tbo communicates in alt things wird the 
[ti i bore: fo forth by or Loved; ar tht only 
Purſer; dle de eh Day, ind Hour, — 
r e preſent find any eter, or mer terent, uf 
Indved any le fe Heir then this, . 
Zora ill the au/ Teacher f Triith) that we 
guru from bim-Hhut the Bother I/ above off. © 
be ſay:, the Fathiy # greater than . And 
the Naber it OY cas — 9 — 


. Me 171 ts 
ref alt, 1 wel 
Sf I 5 and all fc Oil a 60 
* Chapter 1 4 In order to 
check the v Wal aud Artogahte of 
the Gugler, Shy py to ſearch Inte 
len | makes uſe of this Argument; 
tit wie Jen ol of God Haff wa 0 to refer 
the Knowledge of the "Day and rf Fe 
ent tb the "Farber only, hereby data ing to 
teach us, that While we cvtiverfe' here below, it 
dedomes us not tb pretend to hlgh things, but 
60 1 hots e to God alone, But me 


et tale (nes, concedamus * Adv. Her, 7 
5 r 7 pay rr Ui ad Dee C 
| „ 


| Layman eee Qt * 
| bending that What be had ſald of our BH . 
Saviour might be liable to Exgeption, and be 
miſunderſtood, he here explains himſelf. We 
are hereby, he ſays, taught to refer all things | 
too tbe Father, an the Original; and therefore in 
this Reſpect too our Saviour yields to him 
the Preference, as became him, eſpecially while | 
here on Earth : not, as if he knew leſs, but 
becauſe what he knew, he knew by Communica» 
tion from the Father. That Treneus did not 
hereby deſign to deny the of the Son 
is plain, becauſe, not only in "other Parts: of 
this. Work he attributes Omnzſcience to him: 
but juſt before in thiy very Chapter, be tells us 
that the Spirit of our Saviour which was in him, 
tarcheth all things, yea the deep things of God, 
he ſame appears from the Paſſage itſelf. The 
| Father is here ſaid to communicate with the Son 
in all things. But from hencearoſe a Difficulty | 
which required Explication, viz. how our Lord 
could ſay conſiſtently with this that be knew: not 
the Day of Judgment. Had. Frnaus not believed 
the Sen to be Ommiſcient, no Difficulty could 
have tuck with him. He would not have been 
ſo concerned about the Fitneſs, and Decency of 
his Interpretation, and that it might be fine 
pericub. Accordingly he does not aſk why 
| Lb. H. C. 25, 43+ Lib, v. C. 18. 
ie | | D- be 


a6 df thor ts the Rumler on od 


the Father only ſnow,” but why be atone war ſid 
to know=eſolus feire manififliatur eff,Nor does 
e 
San, but propyſitur only, Jet beferr, buying the 
Profermce, which may be concelv'd, though 
both 33 for the great 
Cautlon, it is not abſolutely ſaid præpęitus off - 
but N annuneſatut eff—he is de- 

olared, or faid, to bave the Preference. 80 that 


the Queſtion with enæus was, not whether 


the. Father was more lænowing than abe Son, but 


why, ſinoe both were ummſeimt, our N = 


makes ſuch a Declaration, as as gave che P 
encr to the Father, And the Reaſons he 
are, Firſt, to inſtruct us that be Farber is the 
Fountain, and Original of the don himſelf, who, 
_— derived *in a manner inſerutable to us, 
his Effence, and Attributes from the Pather. 
Secondly, becauſe in his then preſent State of 
Humiliation it bocame him to refer all things to 
the Father. Thirdly, that it might be an uſe 
ful Example of Humility, and Modeſty, to us, 
that we much rather, while we are here below, 
may not pretend to high things, not pretend to 
ſearch into the deep things of God, Thavedwelt 
the longer on this Paſſage, becauſe I think it 


a appears 


ine, A rg ns on cad 
5 tu in order, if poſſible, to ſtop your con- 
dent boaſting, and teach your little more Mo- 


That the Som of Gai: nwiſcien — 
ſelf muſt allow, if you hold him to be the Ob-; 
zect of Warſbip.. And the Scrifitures teach us 
that in him are bid all the Theafiwes of Wifdon, 

and Kwwledgs He is ſaid- ti now u thing 
"to know all Men; to h uh wn in Man. 
He is frequently: repreſented{as- knowing Men's 
Thoughts. * He himſelf in the moſt emphaticul 
Manner ſtyles himſelf— an be which ſearcheth 


1 nl l. 3. b xvi, 46; xxl, 19 „J. H. 24. 25. 
* Matt, ix, 4. xii, 25. Ind. in. 4, Job. vi. 64e P Rev, 
SIR 1 


D 2 the 


af of Letter to the Remirker on the 
the Reins and Hearts : by which very Title the 
Supreme God is in Scripture diſtinguiſhed" thou, 
oven thou only (ſald Solomon to God) know 
the Hearts. all the Children of Men, 
|  -—- As to your other Texts, which ſeem to de- 
_ now an Inferiority in the Son, I have already . 
| Fully confidered them in my Vindic: Do&. Trin. 
| P. Uh, p. 37, &c. and in my Anſwer to Mr. 
TL.inaſey, pi 23, &c. You have the latter by 
you, to this therefore I refer you: and alſo to 
Mr. Bingbam's Vindication. I ſhall only add 
that we acknowledge Chri/ not only to be in- 
. ferior to the Father in reſpe& to his human 
Nature, but alſo with reſpe& to his mediatorial 
Office, and till farther with regard to his divine 
Nature, as God of God, there is an Iuſeriority 
of Order, but not of Nature. And the Di- 
tinction of Perſons in the Godbead, and his 
' mediatorial Office, were Doctrines neceſſary to 
be taught, Nay his divine Mifion was moſt 
peculiarly to be inſiſted on in his Diſs 0 
b coutſes with the' Fewer, g 
I come now to confider the Proof of out 


Lord: Divinity, which you have endeavoured to 
explain to another Senſe, But here too I have 
In many Inſtances replied to your Anſwers before 


' 4 1 Kings, vill 96 ( 


* 


Tonart Seriptural Cobb 19 
they came out. Thus to your Interpretation of 
Job. vill. 58. n 
Anſwer to Mr, Lindſey. M Wor! 
I have alſo there given you an Anf 
what you ſay on Job. x. 30. Von. tell us that 
in the Original the Mord is not..., 
Very true not one Perſon, but ane Subſtances - 
And in this Senſe the ancient Writers underſtood 
it: Tertullian thus interprets it—" Ego et Pater 
unum ſumus, ad ſubſtantia unitatem, non ad nu- 
mers fingularitatem. And again." Et nunguam - 
| ſeparatus a Patre, aut alius a Patre quia Ego 
et Pater unum ſumus. To the ſame Purpoſe. 
ſpeaks Nouatian Cum nullius hominis bec vox 
N pal. Ego et Pater unum ſums, banc vocem 
de conſeientia Divinitatis Chriftus ſolus edicit. 
And ſo alſo Origen, whoſe Words I will give 
you in Engliſb—=" F Celſus had underſtood this 
ul and my Father are One, be would not have 
imagined that we worſhipped another befidet the 
Ged of the Univerſe=afor we worſhip one God, 
the Father and the Son, But you with great 
Confidence aſk Mr, B Der 
thit very Anſwer bar been a thouſand timer 
82 do know, 4 5 f is yours, and 
your Friends Practice, to urge the ſms Ob- 


% Adv, Prax, . W oy = v. Tn 
Gi | + 64 contr, ' h | 
oh oo Jeftlons 


* * 
- 


30 2 „nee 


jeftions aver and over again And we know 
tho; or you! ought” to have known, that this 
your Anſwer has as often been refuted. Not 
much above twenty Vears ag T myfelf fully 
answered this very Objection, and beſtre me 
* Dr. Mriy, Pr. Muipbt, By: * Bull, and many . 
| others had done the fame. In thofs Authors 
will fmd-it-proved: _ Dow of Wi wan 
underſtaod, not only: 
Sentiment, — avg; This the Com- 
text plainly ſhows. Thus, as you ſro th moſt 
ancient Writers undeeſtood the Words : and 
thus the Jui, to whom. our Soviour addteſſod 
his Diſcourſe, underſtood him They ria up 
Stones to fone him, And they accuſed him of 
Bigjdbemy,. becauſe be 2 354 n 
Man, nud himſelf” Go 
Anadbes plain Beoofof ous Ab Dante 
wo have in the' firſt - Chapter of St. Paws 
Bpigle to the Colgſiamt, where: we read: that 
an Lord is ub Image. of the invifible” God), the 
Fe- overy Creature. For by bim uurr 
all things ' cneated, that art i Haven, and that 
dete in Raub, wihblr gud. inviſible, whether they 
I uy or Dominion, or Principotitier, or 


„ Vindie, P. Il. p. 44 *® Annot, y True Script, Dod. 
. T p. 175. © © * Jud, Ecdls Cnthol, C. vie 8.3. 


* Col. 1. 15. K po 
„ ower's 


Powers : all things were created by him, am for 
him. Aud de is before all things, and by um all 
 thingoconfit, —* Dr. S. Clarke thinks it 'ohſeruc» 
ble that St. Paul ders not here call aur Soviouruw 
nporiaricy Tha wricwapthe firft created of all 
; (reatyres, bhitt-—mpwriroey wicys xr\owswothe 
firſt begotten before all Creatures, fignifying in 
| general that be was, bafore' the Creation of things, 

maxieig—bronght forth, produced by, derived from 

the Father And what words 'could mote - 

ſtrongly ſet forth his Pre-cxiſtenogyto, and Fre- 
eminence above, all Creatures, even the higheſt 
Angels? He unt before all things, all created 
Beings, and-therefore himſelf uncreated. (Grew 
ation is here aſcribed to him in very full, clear, 
and expreſſive Tetms. By bim were all things 
created, not only this Earth, on which we 
dwoll, but ol! things in Heaven, as well as 
Earth. not the wfthle World only, but af 
things vifivle and trru;fible, not only the Inhabi - 
tants af this Globe, but the very highs Ordets 


| Þ The jiks  Interpretatjon. is giyen by ghe qnclent Faber, 
Jun Martyr ory ubrö Sr H Qui, 1 th miley 
Thy e Did eum Tryph, p. $26, And ngait—"Og 
A gooromucr 69. en, o on ο, Apol. I. p. 96. 


And Novatian—2ymmede anni: Criature primogenitur oi potuit 1 
vil quoniam ſecundum Divinitatem ante omnem Creaturam ex Patre 


Des Sermo Procyſit, De Trin, C. xvi, See Waterland's Sermons, 
| p. 58, and Fbithy Annot, a of 
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vf Angeli, or Arehingel whether they be Thrones 
er Dominions,, Principalities, or Powers ; they 
were all created durd, aa oi dur —-iy him 
and for bim, He created all things: and for 
is Pleaſure they are, and were created,” And as 
1 is before all things, fo by him all things confift. 
Ile is not only the great Creator, but the per- 
* Preſerver, and Suſtainer of the whole 
Univerſe,” But this ſtrong Proof of our Lords? 
Divinity you paſs over very lightly, *You call 
it magnet Anphfiedtion,. in which St. Paul 
bd diy Bit wonderful "Dignity A magni- = 
um Aniphification indeed, to attribute all the 
jes and Powers of God to a mere Crea 
ture | *Such Excellency of Speech this as Bt. 
| hu himſelf diſclaims, It is indeed calculated 
to lead the plain Reader into thb groſſeſt Errors, 
But you think that all this Proof may be ſet 
aſide by what gt. Pau / adds in the Cloe. 
#tipleaſed the Pather that in bim ſboulu all Fullneſi 
—*— 8 7 —＋ * ſay, ety 8 Powers 
and Attribute. on ber, Pleaſurer t = 
nd thirgfOve be it not the Supreme God. Thle 
puis Sb (to uſe your own Language) 
concerning the & of God, which meets 
un In almoſt every Page, hd, 1 hope been al- 
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ready 


ten in every Sthſe. 
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od ind uh 4 — * «nr th 
God tht Father gate Dy. 14 Je Heal & 
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and fo rp 
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were created By bins · and by bil all things 
-en thie following Verſth tHe Apoſtle ſets 
forth at large the Pre- einnente of our Lord 
abo the e, "He" Was G Sn Sow: 
they 'obly „ng Spirit And this Pre. 
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read in "the ext” Chapter that he Was mate" a 
litthe Wiver, or rather, / a /bort time lower, 
thin the Mr . He was therefore before 
higher than the el. * He was tbe fof 
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Throne, or the Supreme. God (yd to be the 
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By our Tritiſfation:” At v. 6. all eb" Angels of 
God are Cilted: upon do worſhip the Firf-begotten : 
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At V. 7. we rend that God \maket6"bis Angels 
„ Thie Sthr Verſe ſets forth the Pre- 
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dhointed bim. And in the Beginning of this 
Chapter he ſays that, fh Holy Spirit never calls 
one abſolutely God, unleſs he were truly God. 
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equal to his God and Father, who rewarded 
bim with this Pre-eminence for his Love of Righte« 
ouſneſt, and Hatred of Iniquity, who thus com> 
manded the' Angels to worship him — The An- 
ſwer to all here ſaid is very plain from what has 
m All who hold the 
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| be is therefore abſolutely, and in every 
kgs igſeriar } The contrary is eyident. Ni- 
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Commiſſion from, and enter into the Service o 
another Prince, to whom he is, with regard to 
Nature, and Dignity, and in all other Reſpecta, 
equal, or. even ſuperior, , And it was only with 
regard to his human Nature, ot his mediatoriel 

Office, hat our. \Lord is bere ſaid to & crowned 
with Glory and Honour, - Be pleaſed, Sir, to 
read over this firſt Chapter, and there v0 
will find, as J obſerved before, that 7% Foy 
of Cd was infinitely ſupetior to the \dygels, | 
not only before his Afceyfion, but before hin 
Incarnation, as being the Sor) Gad, the Greater 
of the Earth, and the Heavens, to which I 
may add from the Epiſtle to the Collin —b— 
amd 4 things therein, vifible and invifible, whe- 

ther they be Thrones, or Jominions, or Principe» 
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—.— of bim: and Niab lays that hen whoſe 
be ar, was Jebovab. nde Lord 'of Hefe, 
q the Seraphims, who attended bis Tune, 
ar ane 10 another, ſaying, Haß, boly, holys'vs 
be Lord of Hoſts. Vou yourk allom him 
to haye been, before he prared in Feſun us 
a Man, the Repreſentative of che Fatbyr s Glory. 
As ſuch he appeated ind the Tabernacien und 
Temple. You add; that all;piritual Intelligtuber 
| beheld him with diſlant under. They did ſa: 
but the Scriptures fay il more. They teach 
us that /wenty-tbuuſand; even thouſand: of Angel, 
attended him iy the Holy Place. + Here he ig 
deſeribed as ſitting ber wem, or-above, the Cberu 
bite and here the Angehk attended him, and 
gave. Glory to him. When the Son of God 
became incarnate, this afforded new Matter of 
Praiſe and Adoration to theſe mini/iring Spirits: 
We read here that, when God brought his Firft= 
begotten” Sor into the: World,” he called on \ all 
bis Angels to worſhip bim. And accordingly 
Wn _ * they gave: Gy to God on his 


11 9 8 17 9 As * 


| . 94. 3 by lte lee Works, f. 3457 
A. Bp. Taxifen on Idolatry, See alſa, my Sermon on Fob. xi. 
41. P Ixviiic 17. Sam. iv; 4.—2 Sam, 


vi. 2—2 AG RN l- 
* .. ü. 13, * : | 
| Fw - Birth, 


Dam abbr, Confutatitn. 53 
Birth; they gerte te him in 2 | 
amin and attended on, 
N aer. Jolly, nix — . | 
$ ection, ven, and 
Aon. Phe Right Henk of. 447 May 
ben then again were all. the nell of Gd 
Ny to wer ſhip im. '® There was a: Name 
n, which, is above every, Name, that ar 
the Nome of Jeſus every Knee Jbould bow of things 
22 binge in Earth, and things under 
the Karth, and that every, Tongue. ſtould confeſ 
gs wt gal the Glory of God. the 
Fat 4 or N we give Gery to the Sons 
12 and. terminates in, fle 
rg 1 Is aber. We acknowledge 
him to be the Son of Gad, and to derive. his 
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does the Hogour, and Worſhip, paid to 
NG . any way interfere with, or derogate 
from, the Honour. due to the Father, but on the 
atrary tends to his Glory. And accordingly we 
find Worſhip paid jointly to both. In the Book 
of the Revelations we read of Worſhip paid at the 
ſame'time to boch! * The four Beaſts, and the 
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| Litkentſy of "Men, and the Faſhion of Man, em- 
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ext carries with it ſuch tuident progfi that 
02. Cd 1. er u. Supreme God, that you 
cole hardly conceive it poſſible far the muſt negli. 
gem Reader nor to ſte (them. And chen you miſy 
repreſent Mr. P. and endeavont to make him 
 Nenjanſe, and give us a learned Diſſertation 
op. the Word ane whereas to this Clauſe 
— DM Ne You den Me. e 


Feed Firſt then the Nov: 
ſenſe is your own creating. We ate not obliged 
N. T Fart of your eftious Dü. | 


,, . ; 
of Why 
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Why may we not conſtrue· che latter Chnuld 27 
exegetick> of the firt "Suppoſe" the! We" 
and us ſuch rightfully, and 1 
with/God, I -this, if 6 the thy hy pls 
tation, is at leaſt good Senfe; After ſorme little 
Deſcant, which] ban call by no other Name 
than your OWw-n— err Gf y. yd abuſe 
Mr. —— — ond an 
(the Supreme God ure not Mr. B's Words) but 

2 own Addition)" which is no'mote than 

as St? Paul,” has kaught him 
to ſay; And you proceed to thro out” moſt 
indecent Nflectiens on our eftabliſhed Form, 
| andiCreatlr; ap requiring the Bilief of the range 

Medley of Contra f.,, Tpi is your decent 
Language, and your very ferious Diſcuſſion, 1 
believe you are the very firſt Perſon, Who has 
ſpied out a Cuntraditction in cheſe Articles in dur 
ro Ceed. The Nierne Creed aſſerts that CBiſt 
vag made Mau, uhich J ſuppoſe you will agree 
to; - The» Athiniafian Critil aſſerts the ſume. 
But whereas ſome Hreticks" had advanced 
ſtrange Döctrines concerning this bicarration, 


ie way tholight prbper of per to guard againſt thelr Sub- 


Loy Prop 1. 15 
* P, go, e. 7 7 © 1 Ti l. 16. 
See Dr. Watrrland'y Comment, —Dr,  Harbery'« Sermon on 


DC ion 9. k 
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Laymon's Serigtural Confutation., g. 
tleties by a farther Explication. The Apollina-- 
rians confounded, the two Natures in Chi: 
and therefore in Oppoſition to them it was ad- 
ded that he was one Cbriſt, not by Converſion of. 
the Godbeag into Fleſh. He did not change his. 
divine Nature, or convert it into Fleſh, . 
he be ſaid to have been made Fleſb. He took 
Fleſh upon him, he aſſumed human Nature, 
took Man into Union with God, and thus was 
he one Chriſt. I cannot ſee the leaſt Appear- 
ance of Contradiction between the two Creeds. . 
The Nicene Creed does not ſay that the Godbead 
was converted into Fleſh, but that he, who was. 
very God of very God, was made Man. If you 
think this incredible, be pleaſed to explain how 
your — who was next to the Supreme God. 
the-moſt glorious Being in the Univerſe, was made. 
in the Likeneſs of Men : and then am 
enough to anſwer you farther. r 

As to the Clauſe— aer, dic m1 
ire S- our Tranſlation is ſupported by he 
ancient Verſions : and, though ſome have in- 
terpreted i it differently, it has been generally ſo 
underſtood, not only by moſt Writers ſince the 
Council of Nice, but before by Tertullian, and 
Clemens Alexandrinus. And it is moſt agreeable 

to the Import of the Greek Words. The pro- 


8 of the Word—dprayuic——is. 
21 7225 H Robbery 
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Robbery.—and—ihal ira euß—admits of no 
Conſtruction fo naturally as this—to be equal 
with God.—The chief Objeftion- you have 
againſt this is from the Particle aa—following 
after; But I'wonder you ſnould not know that 
this Particle is often uſed, and particularly in 
the ſacred Writings for band is tran- 
flatod— nevervbelefs — brwbert — notwithſtanding, 
And yet this. little Mrd you think will u. 
libly demonſtrate to unprejudiced Men of real Learn- 
ing our preſent* Tranſlation to be inadmiſſible. Þ 
really, Sir, dare not be fo confident; nor do I 
pretend to mfullible Demonſtration. *But-Pcan 
refer you to ſome Men of at leaſt as good 
Learning as yourſelf, and'ſuch as we may expet# 
a proper Elucidation of diſtrult Striprure from, 
who have ably- ſupported the Senſe given by 
our Tranſlation. And- I ſhall readily admit 
that this Clauſe is of difficult Conſtruction and 
is differently interpreted by learned, and able 
Eriticks. dome have held it to relate to our 
Saviour: pre- eriſtent rats, tome to hip ſubſe- 


1 866-1 Cor, in, . could 
point; out to you many, more, if there were Ocepfian, _ 

* Hammond Annot.— on the Creed, N. 1 ü, "ng 
Byl! Prim, and Apoſt. „C. vi. 8. 21. Wars Conc, 
ad Cler. Waterland's Sermon on the 9 * See 2 Defence. 
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Agent! Humiliation: Take t in this latter 
deni in You pirate; pat your wa (nerpeuth- 
tion upon ite lt it dignify that he was wat eager 
hewh us; what you i roundly aſſerted, What 
Cru wat not traly Oba. On che contrary what- 
ever Interpretation ww pation this- Clnuſo, it 
uppers viearly from the whole Paſſuge, Firſt 
that Miri had a Procexiftence before his Ab- 


nan, wad was cen in the N Grd, This 


-you allow bat Mr. Lindſey will Have it to 
ſiguify no more than the Power ef working 
-Micacles, 666; in which Senſe Nauen, and Huius, 
and St. Paw! himſelij might be aid w have been 
in db F of God; But for a fall Confati- 
tion I refer him to the Authors already eited, 
and to Dr. Glarur the very Writet he refers to, 
who not valy calls it, but Has proved it to 
be, a very unnatural .  'Secondly, 
As in the next Verſe his taking upon h the 
-Form of a Servant, and being muide in the Lu 
neſs of Men, ſighifies his becoming really & 
Servant,” and being truly a Man, fo his being 
in the Form of God 'onght in all reaſdn to be 
under ſtood to fignify his being really and truly 


0 Sequel, P. 574. 


Ged 


(GO uf ar to the'Remarkev an the 
God. Laſtly there is a Gradation in the Ori- 
. ginal not properly preſerved in our Tranſlation. 
The yth Verſe runs thu— AN iauri- inivary, 
fc dhe NC iy dt. 4 /d tips 
which may be thus literally — (aro 
thetzſi be emptird bimſelf, | taking the Form ef 
Servant, being mad in the Likeneſs of Aa 
And this is agreeable alſo to the #ulgate. Latin 
Tranſlatibn. He. emptied he- he diveſted 
Bimmſelf, not of 5is Divinity (that is your New- 
ſenſe, not ours) but of that Glory, and Splen- 
dor, in which, he had appeared beſore his Inu. 
carnation.tabing upon him the Form: of a Ser- 
.vani—and this he did by being made'in the Like- 
then expreſs the low Condition, in which he 
appeared on Earth: this is afterwards expreſſed 
in the next Verſe.— Aud being found in Faſhion 
as 4 Man, be till farther humbled himſelf, &c. 
cc. The Word Servant is plainly oppaſed to 
the Word God. He was before in the Form of 
God, and appeared in Glory and Majeſty, at- 
tended by bis own and his Father's Angels. But 
he diveſted himſelf of this Glory, and fub- 
mitted to take upon him the Form of u Servant. 
He was therefore before no Servant, and conſe- 


* See Prar/on on the Creeds and other Authors above-cited, 
quently 
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quently. no Creature. For all Creature ate 


. Servants of the. iſt. bigh God's * the Angeli\are 


created Being in the. Univerſe is nd better than 
a Servant, and infinitely inferior to the Supreme 
Being. Bur 40 the S an 
O. Gad, is far ever; and even...” 
40 | Bu you dan dill mers cific Tor 
the Flgſ Clrif.came, b aver all Gad bleſſed 
for ever. Tou have attempted ſeveral different 
ways of explaining away this Proof of Chrif's 


Divinity, which are all of them-ſufficiently an- 


ſwered by Mr. Hſher. But you neither attempt 
to juſtify any of yaur Conſtructions of the 
Text, nor give him any Anſwer to his. Obyec+ 
tions, but treat him with moſt contemptuous 
Inſolence . You tell him that you have diſauſſad 
the Text moſt ſeriouſly, and calmly ; and that be 
bas noticed your, Reaſons; in ſuch @ way; that 
Scholars will  infarm bim that his own Remarks, 
and Quotations, prove bis Ignorance of the Point, 
on phich the: Argument turns, A very magiſte- 
rial Way this of diſmiſſing what you cannot 
anſwer. You give us indeed a new Interpreta- 
tion of the Text: but which of your ſeveral 


„ Heb, i. 14. II. v. 8. "P. ata. a 
Expoſitions 


all.. minjftring Spirits, and the moſt glorioe 
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Aan voube Remunler an the | 
Expoſitions you will abide by you tell us not. 
I have already confidered this Text rig, 
and fully, in my Faudicatron of the Doctrine of 
ale Trinity: and it has been handled at large by 
other abler Writers. Bat, as you have gone 
beyond all before you on this Subject, and as, 
you treat Mr. F. wih ſach Contempt, I Will 
reconiider the matter; though I'ran add little, or 
| nothing; to what hab been alceady dald. The 

Words before us, taken in their moſt plain and 
- obvious Senſe, not only in our Tranſlation, bat 
in the Original, fet forth the true Divinity of 
- Crip, i in the ſtrongeſt Terme xt ay 5 Xprovs 
l var Coda" ö ov dri dera Ons de tis 
rg d, de The Words—i h- ho is 
plainly relate to the immediate Antecedent— 
f -Chriſt: and the Words — 7b xara rape 
AA concerning the Fleſh—ate a reſtrictive Clauſe, 
and require ſomething in the Antitheſis to an- 
ſwer them, They imply that, as Cbriſ was of 
Jfratl, us to his Human Nature, ſo he had ſome 
other Nature, which was" not of ue: and 
therefore the Words ng ought in all reaſon 

l ou | 

4 Part l. P. 16, ce. gee alto Prin the Cread, P. 132, 
; ce Waterland's Sermons, P. ant, 4e. Jule firs Diſc, 

on the Trinity, P. 15g, 4e. — 07 Anſwer to Whifon, P. 


84, Ke. Conant's erm. Vol, vi. Serm. 8.. Hammond and 
W Annot, 


to 
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Lum Scnifitural Cinfiltation, 63 
to be underſtood as declaring what that Nature: 
ia. Aa the Apoftletells the Yows that Chriff; as 
Mon, uus deſcended from them, ſo he thought” 
it neceſſury to put them in mind that he was 
not only" Mn, but Gud over all Aſed for ever. 
If we thus apply the Words to Chriſt, the 
Senſe is eaſy, and the Comſtruction natural. 
This cannot be ſaichof an other Conſtructiom 
' Dr: Clarke oum this to be 25 It obvious rend. 
ring of tbe Words. But them he tells us, Firſt 
that the Word-—@dr—1s wanting in many MSS. 
I have already ſhewn. that this Word is to be 
found in every MS, Verſion, and Citation, ex- 
tant. And as this: does not ſeem now to be 
pretended, I need nat repeat what I have ſaid, 
In. the next place we'/are-told that 159 Greek 
Wards: are of ambigutus Conſlruftion; and: may 
fignify,. eitber f when Chrifh came: God, who» 
it over all, be blefſed for euer = Of whonw 
Chriſt came, who: it over all: God br bia for 

— one of theſe you ſeem to adopt, and 
accuſe Mr. B. of Unfairneſt, in not giving tit 
Rtafons why this Thanflation could not be juſtified, 
If Mr. B. did not think it neceſſary to anſwer / 


t There ls ſuch another Antltheſis, Row: i. 3. Seo: Hammond: 
Bere, Annot, See alfo 1 Um, II. 16.— 1 Pet, Il. 18, 
„ etpt, Daft, Trin. N'. 358. dies ale Mi, Now 
Teſt. -Prar/ou and Stilling fleet a1 above, "wp, 46. 
ſwered 
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all Objections, you might have found them an- 
ſwered by the Authors above-cited. But, to 
repeat what I have already ſaid, let me tell you 
that the Wordsg—5 ar—plainly refer to the An- 
tecedent Chi, and cannot without force be 
applied to what follows. In the ſecond of the 
above Conſtructions the Article before io 
Is wanting. If it had been the MFpoftles Deſign 
to ſe the two, latter Clauſes, he ſurely 
would have ſaid— 0 G — This would have 
been quite neceſſary to prevent Ambiguity. In 
both theſe Conſtructions the Antitheſis is quite 
loſt : the Expreſſion—rd xara ra- as cuncern- 
ing the Fleſb—has nothing to anſwer it. Words 
ate applied to God the Father who has never 
deen mentioned before; in the whole Chapter: 
and a Doxology to him brought in very ab- 
ruptly, without any viſible Neceſſity, or Reaſon. 
For what could occaſion the Apt to break 
out into this ſudden Exclamation ? What is it, 
which he Is here ſuppoſed to bleſs God for? 
not for the Goſpel of Chri/fy not for our Re- 
demption or Salvation by him, but becauſe. 
fp, deſcended of Iſrael, as concerning the Fli/h. 
the ſame Conſtruction is put upon this 
by all the ancient Writers, as well before, 
| the Council of Nice, who alledge this 
mn ES is T 


Layman's Scriptural Confutatim. 6g 
Text as a Proof of our Lord's Divinity. e- 
neus, Te ertullian, Novatian, Cyprian, Origen, 
Hippolytus; and the Council of Antioch. 
What then are your Objections againſt this 
| Conſtruction * Firſt, you tell us that his ig the 
only Paſſage of the whole Scriptures, where this, 
or a ſimilar Title, is given to the Son. What do 
you mean? You yourſelf. allow that the Son is 
in ſeveral Places called---45---or. Cod. though 
you would expunge the Word, whenever you 
have the leaſt Pretence for it. The Phraſe--- 
who is over all.—L— Mr. Locke joins with the An- 
tecedent Crit. and ſo do you yourſelf, 
And in the very next Chapter the Apoſtle cally 
him Lord over all, rich unto all that call upon 
him, The ſame Abvfile in other Places teaches 
us that be is the Head of all Principality and 
Power; and that be is before all things, and by 
him all things cn. And our Lord ſays of 
himſelf— He that cometh from Heaven is aboue 
all, I do not indeed remember that the Title 
= rvAvryrie—is In any. other Place expreſily 
given to the Sen. But St. John tells us in his 
Book of the Revelations that he bebeld, and beard 


. 900 the References ln Dr, Mill N. T. a alſo Waters 
land, and Crabs, ts above Cited, and Bull, Def. Fid, Nic, Sect. 
U. C. 3 „ p. 49. P. 163. ' Rom. x. 14, 
* Col, II. 10, d is 17. 6 Job, ill, 31. 4 Rev. v. La, 13. 
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the Voice of many Angels rotind about the Truhe, 
Ge. ſaying with 4 loud Voice—Warthy in the 
Lamb that was Alain to receive Power, and 
Riches, and Wiſdom, and Strength, and Hotibur, 
and Glory, and Bleſſnig==iv)oyiar= And tory 
Creature—btard be ſaying— Blzſing.— lu 
Land Honour, und Glory, and Power, by tindd 
bim that frteth upon the Throne, and ante tür 
Lamb fur ever and ever: ' And the four Braff 
faid Amen, The like Dixology we hate tight; 
Rev. vii. 12. Juſtly therefore may our Loyd be 
_ Nyled=--ivarynits ig 145 dd "Ajeny=-- Bleſſed, 

and 167 thy to be bleſſed. Amen. Again, you 
object to rhe very peculiar Phraſeology. The 
Participle---61---you think, it utterly unneceſ- 
faty, an uſeleſs load upon the Senſe, and pro- 
bably would not have been uſed by jo elegant u 
Writer as St. Paul. But it happens that this 
very Phrafeology is uſed by the ſame St. Rau), 
2 Cor. xi. 31d av WAoyris tie the ali, 
And what amounts to the ſame thing Nom. 
xl. 25. U teu dds Us rar a. But who 
are you arguing againſt ? not us, who under 
ſtand the whole Clauſe of Chri. We think 
the Participle -- is ſo far from being re- 
dundant, that it neceſſarily determines the 
* Senſe,-=-0 d- -who is---plainly refers us to 


| q r. 30. 
1 


what 


what went before---Chrjf---as in the Texts 
ahove - cited i ay+--and---45 iv refer us to 
the Antecedent-»-Gad the Father And there- 
fare 1 muſt take the Liberty to return back tp 
you your Compliment to Mr. F.---1aur ow 
Remgrks and Quyotatzons prove your Ignorance of 
the Paint, on which the Argument turns, and 
conſequenth, that you are ne Fudge in the Caſe. 
. But you have another Evaſion, whereby you 
wayld get rid of this hard Text, which is, I 
believe, quite peculiar to yourſelf. You would 
tranſpoſe the Words, and read the- - with 
an Aſpirate: and then the Text would ſtand 
thus in} guru Sn But for this you 
have no Authority whatſoever, from any MS. 
Verſion, or Citation. Nay it has appeargd 
that the earlieſt Writers read the Words in the 
ſame manner that we do. But what is worle, 
it makes downright Nonſence of the Text,--- 
The Apoſtle had ſaid juſt hefore bo are 1 ae- 
lites, to whom pertaineth the Adoption, and the 
Glory, and the Covenants, &c, And therefore 
to add immediately afterwards---whoſe is the 
God that ruletb all---ſeems to be a vain Repe- 
tition, But if any thing more frong and ſublime 
is intended, what can it be? The Apoſtle had 
aſked before I be the God of the Jews any] 
f Rom, ili. 29. | 

I 2 | alſo 
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i be not alſo of the Gentiles Nu the Gentiles 
Blſo.-=<Nay it was the chief Deſign of this Epiſ- 
tle to enforce this Doctrine. And yet you make 
him here reckon it as a Privilege of the Mac- 
lites, that theirs was the Supreme God, Such is 
your Skill in Criticiſn. When I find ſo many 
different Evaſions tried, and to ſo little Purpoſe, 
I cannot but look with Concern on the great 
Diſtreſs, which all thoſe muſt be driven to, 


who ſtudy to ſet aſide the obvious Meaning of 
ſo plain a Text, 


But you, Sir, gre never diſtreſſed, You can 
" put a rational, and Unitarian Senſe, upon any 
Words whatſoever, If Chrift is called God in 
the Seriptures, though in the moſt emphatical 
Manner, he is only called ſo i a ſecondary, or 
ſubordinate, Senſe, The Angel, who ſpake to 
Moſer in the Buſh, is called God: and fo he 
wat, the Angel Yebovab, the Son of God himſelf, 
But Moſes was made a God to Pbaraob, and 
Princes are called Godt, And why did not you 
add /he Devil too? Mr. Fiſher has fully an- 
ſwered this Objection, to which you deign not 
to make any Reply, It Is indeed an old Ob- 


1 Gee P. 46. \ See my Anſwer to Mr. L. P. 11, be. 
and n there cited, | Cor. iv. 4. 


jection, 
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jection, and has been often anſwered,” In all 
the Inſtances, which you have produced, or can 
produce, Where any Creatures are called Gods, 
it is with ſuch expreſs Limitations and Reftric= 
tions, as ſhew plainly that they are called fo in 
an improper, or inferior, Senſe," The Lord ſaid 
unto Moſes, Ser, I have made, or rather I have 
given, thee at a God unto'Pharach, The Mean- 
ing is plain, %% was, as we read in another 
Phe, "Inſtead f God, both to Pbaraob, and to 
his Brother Aaron. He was God's Embaſſador, 
appointed to ſpeak to them in his Name", I 
baue ſaid— * are Godi—ſays the Pſalmiſ of 
Magiſtrates, But then he addi=-27 ſb die 
like Men. Nor ein you produce one Inſtance 
out of Scripture, where any Creature is in the 
ſingular Number abſolutely called God without 
any Limitation, But fince you are pleaſed to 
call us Allunaſſant, I will give you the Autho- 
rity of an ancient Father, ' Iremaus, who lived 
in the ſecond Century, long before Athanaſus 
was born, * who brings this very Text in proof 
of our Lord's Divinity, ! And in another Place 
he tells us that neither our Lord, nor the Holy 


* See in particular Whithy Annot, on Job. i, 1:—Sherleck's 
Scripture Proofs of our Saviour's Divinity, Sect. Ii, 
| Exod. vll. 1. See Patrick's Annot, m jy, 16, 
„ al. laxxil, 6, 7. Lib, Ill. C. 18, » Ib, C. 6, 
Glo, 
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(hol, nor the Apoſtles, cuer called any Perſon 
definitively, and abſolutely God, who was not truly 
God) nor any one. Lord in hit own Perſon, but 
him 10ho governed all things, God the Father, and 
his Son. And again F the Scripture calls thoſe 
Gods who are not ſo, it is never without ſome 
Addition, by which they are ſhewn not to be really 
Cod. But Ci is called God here abſolutely, 
and that in the moſt emphatical manner, 'with 
Addition of ſame other Titles peculiar to the 
true God —ule jt over all Od bleſſed for ever. 
But even this will not ſatlsfy you : you are 
determined to diſpute every Inch of Ground, 
and (for once to addreſs you in your own polite 
Language) you have a: many Shifts, at @ 
ſo only in an inferior, or qualified Senſe 3 If he 
is God over all, it is becauſe God bath appointed 
him Heir over all things ; if he is i for 
over, it is only as long as the Ages ſhall continue, 
to the End of the World. And this Senſe you 
think yourſelf entitled to put upon the Words 
from 1 Cœ. xv. 24, &c. where Cbriſi is repre- 
dented as delivering up bis Kingdom to God the 
Father at the End of the World. But the 
whole Context plainly ſhews that the Apy/ile 
is there ſpeaking of Cbriſt in his mediatorial 
Capacity. He ſeems to ſpeak of him * 
: ' the 


# 
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the Figure of a Lieutenant, or General, who 13 
ſent out with a Commiſſion to bring Enemies, 
or Rebels, into Subjection. He is here repre- 
ſented as having executed his Commiſſion, put 
down all Rule, and all Authority, and Power, 
all Enemies under his Fret, and then 


and put a, | 
iving up his Commiſſion, and delivering up the 


to God, even the Father. And to ſhew 
that no Power ſhall retain oppoſite to that of 
God, the Apr/ile adds that the Son alſo bimyel/ hall 
be fubjet? unto him that put all things under him, 
that God may be all in all, But how ſhall he be 
fue as a Son to the Father, acting always 
agreeably to hle Will, and having no Power 
but what is included in that of the Father, but 
\ glorified with the Father with the Glory which 
by had with him before the World was, And 
what ſhall he deliver up } his Kingdom, or mo- 
diatorial Office, or rather only ſuch Parts of it, 
as ſhall then have received their Accompliſh- 
ment, when all Enemies are put under bis Feet. 
For we read in other Parts of Scripture that * of 
his Kingdom there ſhall be no End, that his Do- 
minion is an everlaſting Dominion, that his Throne 
is for ever, and ever, and that he ſhall reign 


4 Job. xv. 5, Cut. i. 33. * Dan, vii. 14. 
t Heb. i. 8. Kev. xi. 15, 6 
for 
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for ever and ever. And this ls the Senſe glven 
to the Place by all the * beſt Comimenitators, 
But you would Interpret-==oy re Ne 
fl 22 End or chuſummatin of the 
as long as the World ſhall continue, The 
Word- --Alay==-often ſlgulfles ſome partleulat 
Age and In the Plural .—-Aldus--- In put for 
Ages 110 But the Phraſe---G rode wlghwg=== 
Aways In Scripture fgnifies Blernity, and | 
rendered In our Tranſlation-=»/br ever, I k 
of no-one Inſtance to the contrary, It If w 
Phraſe commonly uſed to expreſy the Eternity 
of the Supreme ry Title of. 
riheuds - -or· Einer. dt The due le in ſe- 
veral 1 Places given to 'Ged the Father, And how 
inconſiſtent are you with yourſelf? You: here 
tells us that all this may be true of Fe fur Chriſt, 
and yet in the very next Page you find it neceſ- 
ſary to make a Tranſpoſition of the Words, 
becauſe no ſuch Title is in Scripture given to the 
Son. I wiſh too you would ſeriouſly conſider 
whether it is not a great Injury to the ſacred 
Writers, to charge them with ſuch an ambigu- 
ous, and looſe way of ſpeaking, eſpecially in 
a Point of ſuch Importance. i Cbriſt were 


* Grotiurs Hammond, Whitby, Pol. Synopſ. Pearſon on the 
Creed, P. 153, ® Mar,-xiv, 61.—Rom. v. 5.— 
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not 
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not trug God can we ſuppoſe that any Inſpired 
Writer would ſs place his Words, as to lead the 
unwary Reader to Imagine that the moſt Ineom · 
munieable Titles, and Attributes of God; bes 
longed to him, of can we ſuppoſe that Bt. Pow, 
a Write of 4 Warm, but regulated Imagination, 
and great Addreſt, would ſpeak in ſuch magnl- 
fleent Terms of Cori, if he were only a Crea- 
ture]; that he ſhould not ouly call him God, but 
«<= od above all, the fame Title, which the 
Gentile: gave to the Supreme God, and which 
he himſelf uſes to expreſi the Supremacy 
Father himſelf ; that he ſhould alſb add the 
Title of Bd for ever, which is of Itfelf uſed 
to ſignify the Supreme God, * and was the very 
Form itſelf uſed by the Jews, when they paid 
their Adorations to the God of Iſrael ? Can we, 
I fay, ſuppoſe that St. Paul ſhould write to the 
Chriſtians at Rome, moſt of whom were then 
converted eus, or Proſelytes, and give ſuch 
Titles as theſe to Cbriſt, if he had not intended 
that they ſhould believe him to be the ſame 
God, whom they had always jn that Manner, 
and under that Form, ador'd ; or that he, who 

Eb. iv. 6. „ee 1 Chron, xvi 36,—xxit. 10, 
Neb, ix. 6.--P/al. xli. 14. —lxxii, 18, 19, —lxxxix, g2.— 
Pearſon on the Creed, P. 133.—Hammend Annot, 


The Word==Amen—was alſo uſually added in the Cloſe of 
their Prayers and Doxologies 1 0 Almighty, 


was 


of the 
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was a Writer able to expreſs himſelf properly, 
and intelligibly, ſhould uſe ſuch Expreſlions, 
muſt naturally tend to lead, and actually has 
led, the Bulk of Oy;ftrans into a dangerous and 


hurtful Error, anck teach them 1 worſhip and 

the Creature, equally with the Creator, 
But you tell us that lr it the only Text in the = 
Bible, which ſeems to jay any thing for Athana» 
flaniſm : and therefore you, and your Friends, 
were under a Neveſfity of interpreting it, by 
ſome way ot other, in a Senſe agreeable to your 
pre-conceived Notions, The only Text this—it 
is indeed a very ſtrong and full one: but it is 
bne out of an hundred more, _ Covey the 
_ Doctrine. 

I hall chere fore proched to another, which 
is Rill more ſtrong, and full, which we have in 
the Beginning of St. Jobs Gee. In the 
Beginning was the Word, and the Word was with 
God, and the Word was God," The Proof of 
dur Lerd Divinity drawn from hence you 
treat with a, Levity very unbecoming the Im- 
portance of the Subject. Four whole Atgu- 
ment is nothing but a Iingle on the Term 
Supreme Ged. This is a Fallacy, which runs 
through your whole Book, and has already 
been ſufficiently obvlated. And who are you 
arguing againſt? Not the Athanaflans, who 


P. zo, 455 d P. 7. * Ben above, P. 4, worſhip 
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worſhip ene God in Trinity, and Trinity in Unity, 
neither-confounding the Perſons, nor dividing the 
Subſtance. We hold the Son to d ue God of 
very God j not another God, but another Perſon, 
of the ſame Nature, Sub/lance, and Cubaad, with 
God the Father. Your Quibble has been con+ 


| futed, by ſeveral able Writers, not only among 


the modern Athangfens, as you are pleaſed to 
call them, but “(by the dnte-nicene Fathers 
1500 Years ago. As you underſtand Greek ſo 
well, 1 will give you ſome of them In tho 
Margin. And it is quoted, and utged in Proof 
of our Lord's Divinity, by * Auatius who lived 
in the firſt Century, and by Chriſtian Writers 
in _ Age lince. © enatine calls our | Lord 

KG %% 35 5] i the 
e By Chen of 1 „4e led, tn Zr © 


MA | Aiyer i» U N O17 & n , Ae Padigey; Lib, 
L C8, P. 113. By Nippolyter = £1 M is Ae wth hv 


Oily, Oils tv, vn d ee de M Aller, Sit ade who n U 
Oidr, I te, wee, N Io adv, Noet, C. xiv. P. tg, © 


By Tertullian,— yi f ig Dent eſt ſecundum Johannem 
- Den: erat derm, habes. duos, allum dicentem ut flat, allum 
faclentem, Allum autem quomodo acelpere debeas, lam pro- 
ſeſſus ſum, Pey/one, non Subfantie, nomine, ad diftinfilonem, 
non ad diviſionem. Ceterum ublque teneo unem Sulfantiam 
In trlbus eohwrentſbus. Adv. Prax, C. All. * K bis Oily 6 
Quvighene dave A (tel x H Tf aired br dere Ade 
wy, Bpilt, ad Magn, 8. 8. —f Kl, Larpie Ver, lade 5b. 5 
nt, gratis. ney ned of , inp , wa} oh 
Maplas, 6 Ol, Epift, ad Epheſ, 8, 7. dee Bull, Def, Fid, 

Nie. 
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the eternal Word of God: And he tells the 
EpbiSens that we have one „ who it 
Fleſh and Spirit, made and unmade, being God in 
this Text has been ſo underſtood by the beſt 


Commentators, and urged dy many modern, 


Writers, as a full Proof of the Eternity, and 
Divinity, of the Son of God and the true Senſe 
of it maintained, and every one of your Ex- 
ceptions againſt it fully anſwered, And yet you 
treat Mr. B. with the utmoſt Contempt, as if 
he had broached a ridiculous, and childiſh Pa- 
redox never heard of before, a Doctrine, which 
no Man of common Senſe ever did, or could 
hold. I ſtand amazed at your Confidence. One 
would think you never read any Author, anci- 


ent, or modern, but only thoſe of your own 
way of thinking, I have myſelf in my Vin- 
dication of the Doctrine of the Trinity, publiſhed 
not many years ago, fully conſidered this Proof 


Nic, Sect. ii. Cap. 2, Ne. 6, — Set, i, C. 1. No, 3. ce. 
Waterland's 2d Def. P. 254. &. See other ancient Fathers 
quoted in my Vindici, Pi. il. p. 30. 

b Grotins, Hammond, Whithy Annet,— Eraſm, Paraphr. Bull. 
Jud. Feelef, Cathel. Op. P. 294. Kc. — Tillet/on's Sermons, Vol. 
I, Fol, Serm. 43, Ke, Materland Ser m. on Job. i, 1. —iſt. 
Def. P. 66. &c,—2d Def. P. 178. Kc. Import. Doct. Trin, 
P. 254. &c.—Vitringa Obſery, Sacr. L. v. C. 13. Buddeu 


Eceleſ. Apoſt, Clagett Paraph— P. ll. P. 23, 4e. 
of 


Layman's Scriptural c yy 
of our Lord's Divinity : it might be ſufficient 
to refer you to that, or rather to thoſe abler 
Writers — in the Margin, to which I 
might ue added my more, But in order, 
enter — Conſideration of the Paſſage 
before us, though I can add little, * 
to what has been ſaid before. 

We are here taught that the ſacie Perſon 
here called the Word (* a Term well known to 
the Jews of thoſe Times) who was made Fleſb 
and delt among us, to whom Jab bare Mit- 
neſs, even Yeſus Ci. was in the Beginning with 
God, and was Gad. That the Evangeliſt meant 
to teach us that he was properly, and truly God, 
is, I think, plain. Firſt, becauſe in the Clauſe 

immediately preceding the Term—God—ſignis 
fies him who truly and properly is ſo—The 
Word was with Gad. Now I cannot think that 
St. Jabn would uſe the ſame Word in two ſuch 
different Senſes in the ſame Sentence, without 
ſome plain Marks of Diſtintions Had he 
meant to teach us that the Word was only an 
inferiour God, he muſt, and would have added 
ſome ſuch Words as—in a ſubordinate and 


* See Grotins Annot. Hammond on Luke h 2:—Tillot/on Ser- 
mon, 43.—Allix judgment of the Jewiſh Church, P. 121, 


ac . 25 8, &c, 
limited 


7 A Letter i the Remarker' on the 


limited Senſe! as you find neceflary to add to 
make the Words ſpeak your Senſe, Nor can 
I ſuppoſe that the Euangehf would uſe ſuch 
Ambiguity of Expreſſion, as muſt naturally tend 
to lead the plain Cbviſtian into a great and dan- 
gerous Miſtake, - and that in , 
higheſt Importance. 

Secondly, This is the uſual,,and proper Senſe 
of the Word--God, This Term naturally 
conveys to us the Idea of an eternal, and un- 
changeable, Being, infinite in Wiſdom, and 
Power. And this is alſo the Scripture Senſe of 
the Word Gad. The Scripture, as I obſerved, 
and proved, under the laſt Article, whenever 
they ſpeak of God abſolutely, mean thereby a 
Being of all poſſible Perfections, the Creator, 
and Governor, of the Univerſe. What then 
cat we ſuppoſe that St. Jabs could mean, when 
he tells us that the Word wat God, but that he 
was truly and really God? eſpecially as this is 
not an Expreſſion dropped accidentally, but 
placed here in the very Beginning of his Geſpel, 
Where he purpoſely ſets himſelf to declare, who, 
and what, the Perſon was, who was made 
Fleſh, and dwelt among us, and whoſe Actions 
on Earth he was about to relate; and to cor- 


UP, 70. " P. 66, 


rect 
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rect the Miſtakes, which ſome had run into 
with regard to his Exiſtence and Nature, Here 
then, if any where, we muſt ſuppoſe the Evan» 
gelift to ſpeak properly, and explicitly, And 
therefore, if there are ſome few Paſſages in this 
Goſpel, which ſeem to ſpeak of the Sen as in 
ſome Senſe inferior to the Father, they ought 
in all Reaſon to be explained by this, and f 
poſed to mean an inferiority in ſome other re- 
ſpect, and not in W Nature and 
Eſſenſde. | 
- Thirdly, In the Words mad follow- 
ing the Word is in the moſt expreſs Terms de- 
clared to be the Creator of the Univerſe—- A 
things were made by him, and without him wwas uot 
any thing made that was made.—" But the Scip- 
tures every where appropriate the Work of 
Creation to God alone, and repreſent it as the 
certain Mark, and Criterion, of the true God. 
== Thus ſaith the Lord, thy Redeemer, and be 
that formed thee from the Womb—[ am the Lord 
that maketh all things, that ſtretcheth forth the 
Heavens alone, that ſpreadeth abroad the Earth 


by e Thus Henekiab prayed before Yebouab 


* See Waterland's Serm. lil. on Job. i. g.<=Allix Judgment 
of the Jewif Church, P. 194 «My Vindication N. J. 18, 


. liv. 4: 
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20 Yehroah God 'of Iſrael, which- dwell 
between the Cherubims, thou- art the God; even 
thou alone, of all the Kingdoms of the Earth; thou 
be made Haven, and Earth Laſtly, St. 
Paul aſſures us that the invifble--things 'of God 
are clearly feen from the Creation of the Warld,, 
being underflood by the things that are made, even 
bis eternal Power and Guben: and therefore 
pronountes thoſe without Excuſe, 46bo worſhipped 

and ſerved the C vature. nah N urlauſſa 
and above the Creator.— If therefore we could 
ſuppoſe any Ambiguity in the Word God, yet 
what follows here clearly determines the Senſe, 
and ſhews him to be the ſame God, who in the 
Bigginning created the Heaven, and the Earth, 
And from hence ariſes'n full Proof of bir eter- 
nal Power and Godbead, We may farther ob- 
ſerve the great Care, which the Evange/j/ has 
taken to diſtinguiſh the Sen from all Creatures. 
He does not ſay—all other things avere made by 
bim—but—all thingt—abſolutely : and to pre- 
clude all Evaſion, he adds that ner any one thing 
that was made was made without bim xa ad- 
Ty vyinm i is y. He therefore himſelf 
| was not made, and therefore is no Creature, _ 


* 2 King: xix. 15. . alſo I. xl. 25, 26, A. g. 4 
19, fer. x. 11, 13.— 96. xavi. 7. &c:—P/al, 44 1.— 
Nxxix. 11, I 2,--XCVi. 4, 5. 1 Rom, i, 20. . 
the 


the-great Creator — * And the fame 
Doctrine we have already ſeen taught in the 
Epiſtle to the Hebrews," and in that to the G= = 
Mans. St. Paul agrees exactly with St." bn: 
and the two Paſſages explain, and confirm, each 
other. By him [ſays St. Paul) were all things 
created that are in Heaven, and that are in Earth, 
v ble, and invifible, whether they be Thrones, or 
Dominions, Printipalities, or Powers : all things 
were created by bim, and for him. Farther, the 
Manner in which St. here expreſſes him 
ſelf is remarka „ Aryes— All Creatures 
were made by him—urfr½ M àvrd our 
but in the Beginning was the Nord Bu apy d } 
Avyu—he himſelf exiſted before all Creation. 
_ Laſtly, what ſtill farther confirms our Inter- 
pretation of this Text is, that we are aſſured 
by the primitive Writers that there were in 
thoſe very Times, when this Goſpel! was wrote, 
Hereticks, who denied the Divini 


ty of our 
ne Ae ee e by * Nom, und 


+ Ow, I. 16. Iren. L. Hl. C. 3. 11. —-Htull. Pr 
{crlpt adv, Hwret, 33. 48,—£4/4b, Hiſt, Recl, L. Il. C. a8, 
t Prolog. ad Comment, In Matr. v In Mpocaby/; Bibl, P. 
P. Tom. I. P. 1042, Yiderinur flouriſhed in the 3d Century 
but the Genulneneſs of this Plece is doubted of by ſome. 


Wy 14.2 Jo: .  Vifterinus, 
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* Vietorinus, and? Epyphantius, and allo by ! Tir 
nau, who lived very acar the Times of the 
Apoſtles, that St, Juum wrote his Goſpel on pure 
poſe to guard agaiaſt the Errors of theſe . Unity 
phriflign Deceivers. The ſame : Venus oe 
ſerves that St. Jen here deſigned to giye us.4 
Rule of Faith, and to condemn all erranequy 
Opinions concerning the Perſan of our B 
| Savigu, and then immediately quotes the fir 
Verſes of this Fae, And we find all the 
Expreſſions here uſed by St, Jm perfectly 
agreeing thereta. Theft Hergichy ſuppaſed 3 
Number of inferjor Doitici, frſt the Mpnogomen 
then the Lage, In Qppoſitien to this St. ui 
hem teaches us that the Lage exiſigd in 4h 
Beginning, before all Creature, that he was 
not inferior to, or ſeparated from Goo, but u 
in the Beginning uud Cad, and that he ag (ads 
not a mere Man, * ay the Edtonites held Jeſus 
to be, nor a Creature, 8s Cerinthys maintained 
of Chrit or the Hard, hut truly gad. And 
whereas Cerintbus held that the World wa 


„Herne li. 2. 'P, 433. ” 2 Lib. lii, C. Th Ses the 
Paſſages quoted at leygth by Dr. aterland Im ont. Dod. T 
P. 250, be. —bes ally my, Vite F. l. P. e 
1 p. 11. 419.— Bull Jud, Rect, . Cap. fl. 

See this ſet forth at large by Dr. Waterland, 
i 3 and by Bp, Bull, Vitringa, and Buddeu, - 


* . L. i. C. 1. L. C. 11, L. I. e. 26, 
| created 
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ettate by ſotne infetior Deity, or Angel; We 
are here taught that all things were made by the 
Word, ' * And whereas ſome of theſe Heretithy | 
that this vidble World was made by 
one of their Ham, or Deities, and inviſible 
thinge by another, St, Joby adde - umu uu 
lu coat 1104 un thirgg made fbr war made, And 
to the fime purpuſe ſpeaks St. Pau / in the Plats 
above-cited, - The Bunge farther dude N 
was in the World, and the World was Made by 
Aim und- At came wito bis wh, Again, 
(whereas theſe Hrreticli had their Genealogie 
of different Deilies, the Monogenes, the Lao, 
Zoe, &. St. Jobn tede hes us that there is no 
other but Me Son of God himfelf, in worm u 
Lyfe, and who was the Only«begdtten of the 
Father ; who wat in the Beginning with Gad, 
and who was God, And the ſame Jrenaus alſu 
tells us that his Epiſtles alſo are pointed againſt 
wb. L. W Cid. C. 1. 5 bb. L. 1. C. 20. . 
1. i. C. 1. 3. L. U. C. 19. see als L f. C. f. S. 19. 
where he confutes theſe Hereticks from this Chapter of St. 
Jabs. Theſe are ptobebly the Gentabgies St. Pau ſpeaks 
of 1 Tim, i. 4. — Tit, iii. 9. See Hammond Grotius, L. ili. 
C. 18. P. 242, See this fully proved by. Dr. Waterland Im- 
port, P. 262, Kc. te alls dy Vindic, Pr. IT. P. $2; "Bull 
ut fuptd. To the fitme Porpoſe ſpears Teprullian—Tobuniler in 
Epiſtola eos rfiixitne An/iebvi/0dr Vert, Qui chriſum negater t ĩũ 
carne veniſſe, et qut non putarent Jm eſſe Ff DE ; illud 
Marcion, hoc Hebion, vindicavit. Præſeript. adv, Hætet C. 33. 
12 L 2 ttheſe 


"$4 4 Letter to the Remarker on the 


theſe ſame Hereticks; that theſe were the De- 
ceivers, and the Antichrifts, whom he there cen- 
ſures, * who denied that Jeſus was the Son of 
God, and confeſſed not that Feſus Chriſt as come 
in the Flſh, We are told indeed by Mr. 
Lindſey, that in thoſe days there were Heretichs 
called Docetz, who held that Feſus was Man 
in Appearance only, not in Reality. But the 
learned Author has not thought fit to tell us, 
what is equally true (as has been proved above) 
and what he might have learnt from the very 
Authors he quotes, that there were others in 
thoſe Times, who denied our Lord's Divinity. 
Does Ignatius cenſure theſe Docetæ the ſame 
Dr. Wake from whom he takes his Quotation, 
if he had looked into his Index, would have 
referred him to Places in theſe ſame Epiſtles, 
where Ignatius freely cenſures thoſe-who denied 
our Lord's Divinity, and afferts his Pre- ex 
Mence, his Eternity, and divine Nature. And 
Cotelerius, another of his Authorities, ſays alſo 
the ſame. - As to what he quotes from Fenæus, 
it is a moſt ſhameful Miſquotation. The Title 


t 1 Joh. ji, 22.—iv. goa=ive 15. 5.—2 Job, 7. 
Lindſey Apol. P. 155. 1 Epiſt. ad Hohe. C. 7. 18. 19. 
—ad Magne/. 6. 8.—ad Rom, Inſeript. C. 3.—ad Smyrn. C. 
1. 3.—ad Pohcarp C. 3. 8. * Not, ad Jgnat. ad 


Magn, C. 8. 


of 
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of the 18th Chapter of his third Book is not as 
he gives it us. It runs thus—Often/fo quoniam 
unus et idem ipſe Chriſtus fit Verbum Dei.—He 
refers you to Chap. xi. where he aſſerts that St. 
John wrote his Goſpel to guard againſt the Errors 
of Cerinthus, And this whole Chapter is ſpent 
in confuting his Opinions, who divided Chrif 
into two Perſons, one a Man born of Yo/eph 
and Mary, the other a Spirit deſcending from 
above upon him at his Baptiſm, and leaving 
him at his Paſſion. In oppoſition to this Je- 
naus here teaches us that the ſame, who was 
the Word of God, the Only-begotten of the Father, 
our Saviour, our Lord, and our God, the Chrift 
who is preached unto us, was incarnate, and the 
Son of God, was made the Son of Man. And 
here he quotes St. John (as I obſerved before) 
and ſays that in this his Epiſtle he hath warned 
us to avoid thoſe who taught contrary Doctrines, 
as Deceivers and Anticbriſis, and ſays that his 
Epiſtle agrees entirely with his Goſpel, where 
he teaches us that the Word was made Fleſh, and 
dwelt among us. And Ireneus concludes this 
Chapter thus— Jeſus Chri/t the Son of Gad -a 
truly our Saviour : for be is the Ward of God, be 
is the Only-begotten of the- Father, Jeſus Chriſt 
our God, * Lindſey could not well have 

picked 
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ked out a Paſſage of Antiquity pointed more 
Key gt. eee 
The Title indeed of another Chapter, the 
goft, is Nu cauſa flit ut Verbum Dei cars 
Jeret, s Adverſiu cut qui dicunt illum putative 
 &fparuiſſe. But in this Chapter too [renew 
minintalns that Ch was really God, nv well as 
teally Man, The Ward of God, he ſays; which 
was in the Beginning, and away: exiſted with 
the . Father, wat made a paſſible Man and 
he ſhews that it was neceſſary that the Mediator 
between God and Man ſhould himſelf partake of 
both Natures, And it iy plain that St. Yoby 
in this Epiſtle cenſures both thoſe who denied. 
cri to be really Man, and thoſe who denied 
him to bo truly God, If he be ſuppoſed. to 
point at the Docetæ, when he ſpeaks of thoſe, 
who confeſſed not that Jeſus Chriſt was come in 
the Fleſh, yet thoſe Docetze denied not, that 
Feſius was the Son of God. . This, thoſe only did 
who denied his Divini © ing. 
Now to return to you“ Various Inlerpreta- 
tions, you ſay, have been given to this Paſſage of 
St. Jobns Goſpel by different Unitarians—Yes, 
and by the ſame too. I think the celebrated 


| Li = R 4 6 0 | » 4 | £ F * , \ J 
P. 68, Kc. * Sce my Vindication Part II. P. 27, &e. 
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Dr. Clarke has given us two or three, * You 
hold that 800% u Grit n A ſubordinatt, 
and Himited Senſe, dp With 811" Tit, 75 
cauſe br wat God't Vice-gerent in the Wark 
Creation, Others ſuppoſd the Son to be 
called God becauſe he appeared in thi Fm 
God in the Tabernack and Temple, ö Mr. Liv 
fey in his Apology takes no _ Painy to pro 
that be Wind n the Beginning of thin Gypel 


wrongly applied 4 Chrift, and 2 

Deſtription, in thi Hebrew way, of 22 

But now he has found out that Logo. nl 

Wiſdom: Wiſthm was with Godby 5 

thing were nad .und a 0 at made Nl, 

Wr at 

dis Yeſur, But you muſt excuſe us, Sir, If 

we cannot give up > he plain; and — 
anly becauſe the Wit 5 

far- fetched Inter 


Senſe of Scriptu 
Man has been pay 
tions, to affix a Afi Senſe to the wel 
On the contrity it greatly confirms us in our 
Faith, when we ſee what Perplexities, and In- 
conſiſtencies, all thoſe muft be driven to, who 
attempt to reconcile ſuch Texts as 25 with 
any Arian, or Sbeinian, einn ung 
1 dare I humbly think, ſhewn = Impoſi- 
bility,” or at leaſt the Improbability, of all theſe | 
„P. 0. 7 P. 88, 4e. sequel, P. 130: ke. 
ew. various 


= | 
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various Ihterpretations, However, to 10 give 2 
all the bution I em able, 1 ſhall conſider 
what little you have to object, Firſt then, you 


tell us that wwe read, Exod, xx1v. 9, 10. that 
Miſt, and the Eldert of IſHaeh, ſaw the God of 
Iſrael, But thi: God of Iſrael could not be the 
pleaſe, 


Supreme God,Not the Father, If you 
25 eannot but think it ſtrange that any 
lan, or any one that has ever read the 
oy Teflament, ould take it In his Head to 
deny that the God of 1/rarl, was God Supreme, 
In the Text lately cited from the ſecond Book 
of Kings, and in numberleſs others, we are 
taught that the Gad of Iſrael, be is the God, even 
he alone, of all the Kingdoms of the Earth. Not 
thirty Years ago the like Doctrine was advanced 
by the then Bp. of Clogher.,.. In his Efay on 
Spirit he aſſerted that be Being or Angel, who 
is called by Moſes Febovab, who had Tfrael aſſigned 
to him by the moſt High, as the Portion of. us I- 
beritance, was a ſecond Jehovab,, inferior to the 
Father. He was anſwered by ſeveral—quorun 
pars parva fui—' In my Anſwer I have ſhewn 
that the Perſon who appeared to Moſes, and the 
Patriarchs was the Son of God, and that he was 
truly and really God. And the fame I have 


r Pt. I. P. 49, &c.—See alſo P. III. P. 29, &c. 
P. 12. &c, 


proved 


WE: 


K r 
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in my Anſwer! to Mr. L 9 
——— ů 25 
. — attempt to prove In contradlétlon to 
What iſo ftequanily aſſerted In Scripture, that 
the God of Ju could not be Supreme God, For 
fay you, we art afured by the Agen, and by 
chrii bim/o/, that no Man ng God at any 
Time, and therefore this u,, God of theo 
muſt be. only ſome in/arlor Cd. The Obſee - 
tion is old, and the Anſwer eaſy. Be pleaſed, 
Sir, to conſider that not only God; but all 
Angels avd Spirits, are in their own Nature in- 
viſible. (Ri Kr of boy wo 
have ſometimes aſſumed. viſible Forms, and ap- 
peared in the Likeneſs of Men. And the ſame 
Serifures inform us that the Sor f God hay 
done the ſame. This we never read of the 
Father, | And in ibis Reſpect he alone is called 
inviſible, both ia the Scriptures, and ancient 
Writers, in Contradiſtinction to the Son. We 
read that no Man bath ſeen God at am Time. 
But why did you- ſuppreſs what immediately | 
followes abe Only: begatten: Son, which is in the 
Boſom of his Father, be bath declared bim. Theſe 
WI are too high NG. for any . 


\ 
„ 8 
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go Letter . mern an ih 
though perſonally diſtiner from the Farber, 

«a fame Nature with him, God . 
en, is, that Gail the Fuer never 
— Wi Appears, But hes hath 
_ Son to declatd his Will 
woes he 8 — 5 5 

| | Days 40s made 
G 3 
Tos 2 tie Father, of 
br ature, and Subſtance, - with. dhe 
ber. And thetefore hes called in Soyſprare | 


ou Ptate of the invighle-God 3 * rhe Brightnofi-of 
e . on 


of all Antiquity; ab —_ 
the pores: oh . I alh 
aner only: in one Marqr, t who: = 
us that it #005 not Gos tbe Creator of the Univerſe, 
apps hs ee the Faber) 
ho, why Jai aid to Moos that bias the God of Abro- 
the God, Nate, at the God of Nau 
u r de Peron fo apyearivig'wos called C 
5 RO e an Angel, 
50 Wenden GN. 


e e 7 
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* Sn Series! Ban, on 
11. ally God.-And 4 litele before 

of the ſame Perſbn - · Her i called God, wy | 
and mil O. -n another Place he ſays that 
the Ae God fpaks to Moſes aut of the Flame 
Are in the Buſhy, and ſaid -I am that I a 
c G A, Me. And this Perſon 
hene oalled en Agel, he ſays, wes not the 
Pather} and Crvator ef d Univerſt, but rhe 
manu, the . N G u bing the' Fir fi 
beyafien of G b a GY And by this 
Expreſſion I am thut I om—(4 (he ſayt) 
n to- Moſes dur Ecernity, this Pre de» 
nithrg the Dime pi. preſent, and ta comme.” 7 
Aubther Pretenoe you have is that the 
ie here called * — ORG 
cle y but io the precedent Claals he Wird dr 
dignified with a Mark of 'Pre-ominente—n 6s. 
And from bene. yo would infer that it cannot 
dendte 2 Ph N tual Power and Porfeclions 
acoording ts err Rules of the Greek 
Language. But pruy, good Mr. Priſcian, who 
underſtand Geek, <A whe „b well, you 


hold, I ſuppoſe, Jour CBA to have been 
d "rely. Mon. - How ghen would pry” 


e . 
8 A tough Gent 25 2 A A 7 92 
5 . Os . e 7 * 


' Mz 


— 
preſs this in 'Greek—x 


unde in 6 dh - or 
xn i dh The like Diction is ufed by 
St. Jobn—0 A N -A in the ſame 
| Senſe he tells uso A As the N 
was truly made Fleſh, ſo was he truly God: 
The Want of the Article determines 6b 
to be the Predicate, and is the very Expreſſion, 
which, according to the beſt Rules of Logick, 
as well-as Grammer, ſhould be uſed to ff 
what we underſtand by it. Nay, if the Apoſ- 
tle had uſed the Article, it ſhould ſeem to have 
carried an Impropriety with it. It would favour 
the Doctrine of Sabellius now revived by Mr. 
Lindſey, who held the Son to be one Perſon 
with the Father. But St. John has here with 
the greateſt Plainneſs, and Propriety, delivered 
the true Doctrine, in Oppoſition, both to Sabel- 
lius, and Arjus, that the Son is a diſtin& Perſon 
from the Father, but yet truly and really God, 
of the ſame divine Nature, and Eſſence with 
the Father—The Word was with God, and the 
Word war God.— A Subordination, if you will, 
is implied in it, that of a Son to @ Father, con- 
ſiſtent with a Samengſi and Equality of Attri- 
butes and Perfections. But you appeal for the 
Truth of your Obſervations 16 all competent 


Maſters of the Greek Language. Great is your 
Confidence, But let me tell you that this is 


a very 
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a very old Pretence, and has been always treated 
by Men of the'beſt Legcning with the greateſt 
Contempt. Bp. Pearſon wonders how any 
one could imagine that the Apoſtle could ſpeak of 
one kind of God in the ſecond, and of another in 
the third Propefetion, upon ſo poor a Ground as 
the want of an Article. * Dr. Waterland calls 
it a blind and dark Conjefture of the Uſe of Ar- 
ticles, concerning which ue have no certain Rules, 
either for Scripture, or for any other Writings. 
And he has fully proved it ſo to be. For in 
the firſt Place God the Father. is often in Scrip- 
ture called God without an Article: three or 
four times in this very Chapter. * Nay where 
the 'Father is ſpoken of in Contradiſtinction to 
the Son, he is called—o4g—without an tick: 
and that in 9 Verſe you here cite 
ody Idler dau. And Chrift himſelf is in ſeveral 
Places called-=o eb with an Article, particu- 
larly in the Text above-cited, Rom: ix. 5,— 
5 &v lan e: as alſo Matt. i. 23.— 56. 
xx. 28,— AF. xx. 28. And ge alſo in 


5 hn nd, p. 120, Sermon on Jb. I. 1. 
P. 28, See alſo his 1k Def. P. 67, &c,—2d Def. P. 182, Ac. 
4 See alſo Rom. I. 4. 7. —1 Cor. i. 24.—2 Cor. l. 1. 2. 
Zob. i. 1, 2.—Gal. iv. 7, 8.— Phil. ii. 11,—-Col. i. 1. 
Comp. Num. xxl. 5, Kc. with 1 Cor. x. 9.—-J/ Av. 22, 23 
and Row, xiv, 11, Pil. ii. 10. 
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the Old T:flament, where the Expreſſion in the 
Septuagint ici are applied to Ci in 
the New Teflament, And, if we logk., into 
the Writings of the ancient Fathers, we ſhall 
And them often cbri God---i e. 
With an Article, 1h give you two or three 
Inſtances. from Ignatius, He thus. begins his 
| Epiſtieto the Church of Smyrna---Aotdge * lr 
Xpigor'F ©ade=--And, he prefaces his Epiſtle to 
the Epby e 7 
mare, J h rene & eu ..: And again 
in the ſame Epiſtle we read=-0 yay 4% Odds Nees 
in d Xeigne invoOogrhy kn heb 
J ſhall add one or two from Clemens of Alan 
dria. Speaking of Chrift he ſays==-0vres ie 
ende, 6 Avyor==-And in the next Chapter ſpeak- 
ing of the Father, and San, he ſays—"Ev yay 
Abe, eg. And in Proof of this he quotes 
this very firſt Verſe of St. Jabs Goſpel. You 
muſt therefore either ſay that theſe ancient 
Writers were. not ſo . Maſters of the 
Greek Language as you are, or that they held 
Cbrif to be really and truly God. 

But we have till higher ye than this, 
that of St. John himſelf, * who in the End of 
bis firſt Epiſtle tells us that Yu Chriſt is (with 


t 8. „u. * Prdagog. 1. l. C. vil, P. 110, C. vil. 
P. 113. ch. v. 2. 
i? | an 


Dope Sep pin Confitation: 5g 
in ref). —-1 20g. c elle Frue Godles 
This Text you have püſſed v ſligdtingly over: 
"Firſt you quarrel with our Tranſlation for 1. 
terpolating (as you call it) the "Ward ever": iid 


yon tranſlate the Purtiele -- 1 
But though this Particle may Vear this 'Signif 


cation im other Places, this will ndt juſtify y 440 
ranflating the fare” Werd differently in the 
fame” dentence. 116775 1 5 before 
fignifies---in Bim\that iu traieiufarely---i ir 
js aired-3-ought to be rendered: in bit Son. 7 
Aud the Infertion of the Word eben 
oper to give the Senſe more eltarly in Roa? 
But you may tranſlate this as you pl 9 the 
Strem of the Point does not 


we inſiſt bn * thai the ee ra tr: 


vros--=thi;===natutally refers to the immediate 
Antecedent---Yeſus Chrif, Ad if fo---Yeſits 


(rift is hete etpreftly called the 7% God. But 
you Would tefet it to God the Father, who is 
mentioned u little Before: * But, though a Pro- 

houn muy \hrnetimes 1 refer to a remote Antece- 
dent, yet N 58 not ſo uſual, nor fo natural, 
neſther ſhould it be preſurned ſo to do "whale 


„ Loe nber 


. o 4 See Whithy Annot, Gramamat, Seer, 


Lb, tit, Track. 3, P. 198, rens og the Creed, P. 142, 
Waterland's germ. P. . My Viadleu. P. l. P. 34. Ke, 


ſome 
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ſome good Reaſon given. But the only Reaſqn, 
you give in u Reference to Job. wü. 3, where 
the Father is called---the. only true Gad. 
have already ſhewa that this is not to be under · 
ſtood excluſively of the S Dr. Clarke in. 
deed tells us that al/ the Ancients underſtand 
this our Text of God the Fuiber, But he has 
believe, be produced. i 8 On the contrary we. are 
aſſured by * Athangfus and by. * Theodoret, that 
Nicene Council, and that they could not deny 
that theſe Words were ſpoken of the Sen; but 
evaded them by ſaying that Cri was truly 
made God, and therefore was a. frus God] and 
that, to guard againſt ſuch Evaſions, the Nicene 
Fathers thought proper to make uſe. of the 
Word—confulſtantial, Reden, If we refer 
| theſe Words. to the Father, It is a mere Tau- 
tology, and makes the Appſile fay, that tbr 
true God is the true God ; nor can, apy Senſe be 
put upon the Words in this ConſtruQion, but 
what is very forced, and unngtural, Farther, 
the Words that follow---Quy dtn -t 
Life ſhew that the whole is to be underſtood of 
ee above F. 18, ae. | ! Script, Dor. N.. 4 

= Epiſt, ad Epiſcop. in 4 hen, P. 936,---Diſput, contr, 44, In 
Cone, Nie, P. 17. ©» Hi Becle L. I. C. . 


the 
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Life; is c only in 80. -Jobrs Writings ip- 
propriatect to the: Sun nor is it ever,” as L can 
remember;, -epplicd: to the Faber. St. Joly: in 
the Beginning of his Goel, ſpeaking of dhe 
Word, fays that is bim was Life, ani the Life 
mat the Light. f Men. — 
Epiſtie the Sov is called he Word of Life, and 
it follows — tie . e and 

Witneſs, and — unto tow this dee . 
which was with the Father, and was manifefted 
wito them. And in this very Chapter he tells 
them that God hath given to uf eternal Life, und 
this Life is i bis Son z and that'br that bath" the 
Stu hath Life: Theſe Texts from St. 
Goſpel, and his Epiſtle, both ſeparately, and 


ſtill more in ConjunRion, explai and ſup- 
porting each other, yield a full of the 
Gent Brerwity, and Divinity. But If you ſhould 


ill infiſt that. the Text is ambiguous, and may 
poſſibly boar your Senſe, I muſt defire' you, 40 
I have often had occaſion ts db before, to can» 
ſider what an Injury it is 40 the ſacred Writers, 
to charge them with ſuch a looſe, and ambigu- 


ous way of writing, If Cv ig not 1 frue 


, P Ci. I. 1, 8. V. 1112. 
N Cod, 
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God, to what purpoſe was this latter. part af 
the Verſe added at all, which in the moſt ob- 
vious, and natural Conſtruction, ſoems to call 
him ſo, and which, if: not referred to him, 
would be quite needleſs and u And 
how came this great Apoſtle to begin his Goſs 
pel, and both begin, and cloſe, his Epiſtle In 
ſuch gmbiguous Terme (I ſpeak according to 
your Hypotheſis) 'as ſhould ſeem calculated to 
puzzle, and miſlead Mankind, and has aQually 
deceived both | Chri/fions, and Heatbent, and 
even the Arian; themſelves ? 
For as this Beginning of St. Yobn's Gobi 
has been quoted, and urged in Proof of our 
Lord's Divinity, by the firſt Ch], s Weriters, 
ſo was, It underſtood in the ſume Senſe by the 
Heathen, . The Emperor Julian ſeverely con- 
ſures St. Jan, as: being the firſt, who adven- 
tured to call our Saviow God : and then refers 
us to the Beginning of his Gaſde/., In another 
Place he quotes this firſt: Verſe, and 
that it contradifts | thoſe Paſſages of the Old 
Teflament,. which aſſert the Unity / the God. 
head. He is well anſwered by Orill, where you 
will fad an Answer to Yourlelf, who now 


la, Api Grill, Lib, x, fab inte, 15. L. vill, 
P, 268, | 1 
:  keviye 
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revive the ſame. Objection, Ameliur alſo, who 
was co-tempotary with Origen, quotes this 
Text, as enpreſſive of the Son's. Divinity, 
Thit it the Mud (ſays ha) by hom bring eternal 
were made the thing: that: were made, as it Hera» 
 elitui't Opinion," and whom verily the Barbarian = 
(i, e. /. Jahn) fh war with. God, placed int 
Order and Dignity of a Principle, and wat God, 
by whom all thing: abſolutely were made, i + 

Ik therefore we will be concluded by the 
Force of plain Words, the Manner of Ex- 
preſſion, the Context, the Occaſion of writing, 
the Agreement of the,Goſpel with the Epiſtle, + 
the concurrent Teſtimony. of .Chriflans, and 
been. driven to, who have laboured to force theſe 
Words to any other Senſe, we muſt acknow- 
ledge that St. J deſigned here to teach us 
that the Son is truly and properly God, ano 
nal with the Father. 
The ſame Doctrine is alſo taught by 8. 
Paul, As St. John in his Goſpel — 
that the Word was God, and that the ſame Ward 
avas made Fleſh,' ſo St. Paul tells us that God 
ua made Fleſh. gut here too you make the 


4 Apud Euſeb, Prop, Rial. L. xl. C. 19. gee the Ori- 
ginal quoted in my Vindle. Pt. I. P. 24, See alſo Orts, 
Whithy Annot. 1 Vm. Ul. 16, p. 36. 

| | "ES 4 ſame 
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ner rr: 
and toll us 

that the br God it often takin in % 

Ae. But not relying on this, you have anos 

ther Evaſion, You = that If 4 far enough | 

om bring certain that. God, it the te 


22 that Sip Newton dat cone 
hatle 2 it Word itn 
fon 1670 you fall very foverely 


upon Mr. B. for « TW . 
autbentich, But Mr. . eight very juſtly return 
your Compliments, and. deſire you not to % 
up for an Enpounder ofv Seripture, nor trwut the 
genuine Words of byly Writ ns ſhamelyſt Forge» 
ries, without firſt What has deen 
ſald in Vindication of them. Thie Teint u 
been fully conſidered by the learned Mr. 'Yobn 
Berriman in his critical Diſſertation' upon this 
Text; where he has with great Judgment, and 
Candour, examined every thing that has been 
advanced for, and againſt, the preſent Reading: 
and has fully vindicated the Readi | 
from all reaſonable Safpicton of Torge. This 

Bock may not be in every one's Hande. Dot 
this Point is. alſo fully diſcuſſod by Dr." Mit 


in his New Teſtamcnt. There you will find 


z See alſo Whitby — on the Creed, P. 128, 
that 


Ane Seriprurel Cn fn. 10t 
that the Words —-Is extant in all the Greed 


— 


vrhleh ly n. in the BI Baum, the origle 
nal Reading ſeems at flrſt fight to be- 
and ſome officlous Hand has In other Ink added 
the tranſverſe Line. Dution-cloſer In 

you may foe an old tranſverſe Line In old Inke, 
almoſt worn out: © that the true original 
Reading was plalnly-=eie—This Dr. A has 
obſerved. I have .rayſalf ſhen It 3 and ſo may 
any one elſe, who will take the Pains to con- 
ſult it, This Word ie alſo in the anclent Greet 
' Citations, though indeed of theſe we have not 
many... But Objections have been made againſt 
this Reading by Dr. Carle, and others, Firſt, - 
it is ſaid, that ol! tbe ald Verfions have itmgui, 
or guad. But this de not true. We have the 
Word-—Gog—in the Arabick Verſion. The 
Vulgate Verſion indeed renders it=—quod mani- 
feftatum eff, The Syriac, as tranſlated in Bp, 
Walton Polyglott, has it—quod manifeſtatus fit 
in \tarne, to. —the Eihiomuc in like mann. 
guad apparuit in carne, et juſtificatus fuit in 
Spiri. 80 that thoſe Tranſlators, though 


* Script, Dor, N', 540. 5 


Original, 
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Original, vet uniderſt6od the whole of 'Chrjf 
and if fo=iPanydh is yaxei—muſt refer to- 
da (dun- in thy precedent Verſe; and Chrif 
muſt be here called the F'ving Ged. The Truth 
T take to be this, As they generally wrote the 
Word in Angling Tranſlator might 
make uſe of ſotne Copies, where the tranverſe 
Line was not eaſily viſible, as we ſee the Caſe 
is at preſent with the Mexandrine Copy, and 
might read it-=-0g---And then the Latin 
Tranſlators thinking it to refer erium 
might tranſlate it—quod—But ſurely the 
Authority of theſe Verſions, not agreeing one 
with another, can be but of little Weight 
againſt the united Teſtimony of in a manner all 
the Greek MSS. As to the Latin Fathers, the 
common Reading among them is==-quod But 
the Text is not cited, as I know of, by any 
Latin Writer before the 4th" Century: and 
they, I ſuppoſe, took their Citation from the 
Latin Verſion then in Uſe, 

As to the Charge of Forgery brought in the 
Letter to Le Clerc, it has been fully examined 
by Mr. Berriman, and ſhewn to be an idle and 
Inconſiſtent Story, ſupported by no ſufficient 
Proof, and highly improbable in every Circum- 
ſtance. *'This Story is alſo ſufficiently N 


1 * See alſo Mill, Nov. Teſt, 


by 
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by Bp. Peer ſon... But. what fully conſutes this 
link 4% than | bs that the Text 
is cited with the Word- ode - it ſtands 
now in the Greek, by ſeveral Writers, who 
lived before the Times of Macedeniur, who 8 
accuſed of corrupting it, particularly by Gre» 
gory of Nyſa, Chryſoftom, Cyril of Alexandria, 
Theodoret, &c, I do not mention Diony/ſus 
of Alexandria, nor Athanafus, becauſe the 
Genuineneſs of thoſe Pieces, in which it is 
found, has been doubted. But I cannot om it 
the Teſtimony of ſgnatius,. and H ippolyrus, 
who, though they do not expreſly cite this 
Text, yet plainly allude to it. Ignatius ſpeak» 
ing of Chriſt ſays--- 8 avJparives Parigupiny, 
(Hippo ſpeaks ſtill more plainly---Ovres me» 
S ts Aer Otis in cal WPangady. 

F arther, the preſent Reading ids - agrees 
15 with the Context, and other Paſſages of 

Scripture. 1 * , as I obſerved before with 
St, John pel, where we read that be Word 
Was 9040 and that the Word was made Fleſh, 


And this Expreſſion---iPany<7y---is in other 
pture applied to Chriſts coming in 


Parts of Seri 
the Aſh. t. Peter ſpeaes of Cirjh, us being 


|» Bal, hf. > Contra Net, 8. 17. | 
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manifeſt 


104 


Annen 
b theft ,. Timer fir 
And St. Yale beaches ud that Me Et, 
os is; the Word of Life, which wilt with che 
Father, uus manife 1. 
And again Nr t Paypoſe the Sur of Ovd 
war manifeſied---iPangsSy—that be might de 
the Works of the Dru And thts R 
ing agrees with the Context, and rakes the 
Senſe natural, eaſy; and conſiſtent. The Ap- 
rr ' 
arid without Controv#tfy, 'a great Myſtery of 
Godlineſe. * And this ot nel f in the Fleſh 
was juſtified in the” Spirit. It . wi 
who bare "Witneſs to him both at his Baptiſm 
rand by the many Signs and Wonders wrought 
by him, and his Apoſtles. He may alſo 
properly be ſaid to have been ſeen f Angels. 
« a defired, and fooped dun, to trot into 
the Wondlers of his Frcarnation, and Death. 
They his Birth; * mjniſtred 
uhto him in his State of Humiliation ; and 
/ they affificd at, and declared hisRefurregion. 
He was alſo preached unto the Gentiles, and be- 


ee en 5 Al. 8. 4% Wa 


i. 16, See Hammond Whitby * 5 Jobs. xv. 26. 
i Heb. Ai. 4. 112. h 1 Pet, 1. 18.01 25 ud. ih, 9. &c. 


* Mart. iv. 11.— Luk. xxii. 43. | Matt, Will. 2. &. 
| lieved 


en Sorifturial Ct. 205 
beoed on inthe World. And be was received uf 
into, Qury, when he aſcended into. Heaven, 


The Word — anaxth— is, the Word come 
monly uſed in Scripture to expreſs, aur Lord's 
Aſcenfon, and, prdperly fignifies taking him up 
where he was before. We ſee here: the Lan- 
guage is proper, and the Senſe eaſy, and con- 
ſiſtent. Thia cannot be ſaid of either of the 
other, Readings, If you read—05—unleſs, you 
refer it to the Words cui it is not eaſy 

to make either Grammar, or Senſe, of it, If 
you read o- the Conſtruction is very forced 
and unnatural. Beſides that it reduces the 


977 have been received up into, or in Glory, but 
1 


very ſtrange and unuſual Figure, * 
But W Sir, you * be by poi. to 
lavi a of your 2 — on you — 1 not who - 
of Forgeries, foiſling in Texts, &. We mi icht, 
at leaſt with equal Juſtice, charge the Arians 
with altering, and corrupting Scripture. © But 
Variations, and Errors, will often occur in 
ancient Writings without any Fraud, or Deſign, 


by the Careleſsneſs, or Ignorance, of Tas al 


| © Mars ark, 19% At i. 2, 8 51. 
„ „s 5.5 ers. 
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ties A Lot d ner ker an 1 


an Ardwer to your demonfirative Buidence. 1 


 dhother Tranſcribet might infert it u a part 


ws. Mr. Nr has given you d very probs 
ble Account of the Text you Wumph ſo much 
in, 1 Jab. v. 7. to which you have not been 
pleaſed to rake any Reply. The Oenulne- 
neſt of this Text has been ulſd well vindicated 
by the learned Dr. Twelli. I thell content yt 


ſelf with referring you to him und Mr. E, for 


* 


of 
rhe Text. ' This is a Caſe; which his often 
happened. On the ofher hand, fr it js genuine, 
as oy Tus Words Geol in the E of 
what came between ahd, if hls — 


fall only add that if 'this Text is 
might at firſt be added as a Cornment : ahd 


early, the Error might be throngh 
many ſubſequent N. And ds too is nd 
uncomman Cuſe, to the Text fore, 1 
ſee no Reaſon' to any For ex fravi< 
gi nt Delign, on either Side. Vorder 

as T obſerved before) might be "cally wiſe 


2 5 for—os. But we have here the Reverſe 
Ten. hs per With regard to the gther 
nit Reading is confirmed by 


a p. 1 „ Crltleal Rzamin, n 
Verl. of N. T. P. U. Chap. 3. See alſo Mill, Nov. Teſt. 
| almoſt 


your Arguments. from Seripture, but what | has 
cither there, r 


1 have already aid. I have allo all along) con- 
firmed, my Raplications of Scripture by Quota: 
tions from tho ancient Fathers, from hence 
it willfully appear what wero'theis Saiitiments 
with regard to. ous: Saviaur's Diuinity. 

you,, ſtill maintain Mr. we ney 75 
Chriftian People for upwards of three bundred 
Nuri after Cris, nil the Council of Nice, era 
gear ally Unitarian, that is, in your Senſe of 
the Ward, Aman. And you cenſure Mr, J. 
very ſeverely for calling this a bold, and unſup- 


1.4 „Ne. . . . 54; an; 
O 2 ported 
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ported A ſertion, without frſt confuting it. Le 
had been effectually confuted by ſeveral learned | 
Writers before: and has, I humbly — 9 


been ſince ſufficiently diſproved, both by Mr 
Bingham, and myſelf. But T ſhalt not be un⸗ 
willing to conſider what you have farther to of 
fer on this Subject. And here, Firſt, the good 

Father; whom you and Mr. L. ' principally 
boaſt" of, is Clemens Biſhop of Rome. But 
you give us only two or three Words from his 
Epiſtle to the Corinthians, without any Refers 
ence to what Part of the Epiſtle - i i is to be 
found in, or to the Context. I find it in Seat; 
46. It is an Exhortation to Unity, and Con- 
| cord, and plainly refers to Byb. iv. 4. though it 

is is ſomewhat differently worded=—Elove- ve 
not (ſays he) one God, and one rift and one 
Spirit of Grace poured forth upon us, and one 
Calling in bst. Paul addg—One God, 
and Father of ul, bo is abote all, and through 
all, and in you" all,» This very Text has been 
alledged by ſome of the Aricietits, and particu. 
larly by *: — who lived not long after 
Clemens; in Proof of the Doctrine of the Tri. 
nity.” "However that be, Pil and * 


' p. 14 „I. „. C, 16 
V Seq above, P. 18. 19. See alſo My Annot. Haut- 


dand' iſt, Def, P. 10 . Def, P, , &c, 11 | 
a 1 N already 


LiymattSe#ftural Confutation, 169 
already bech ſhe\vil Bar St. Pau} did hot here- 
bY Mat wh Gude vi Lord from being Par- 
taker of the Gidbedd! "No more, T 1 | 
did his Fellow” Labourer St. Clement. As 10 
the Dovlogiet | quoted by you and Mr. L. 4 
are no other than what we find in many P 
of our own Liturgy. But there is an 
Doxology in the fame Epil, which Mr. Fijher 
quotes, as addreſſed to Fe/us Chrif. And you 
chaſtiſe him very ſeverely for citing it unfairly, ö 
and leavin out what goes Before. I am cen- 
ſured too for not exhibiting it fairh, though it 
ſeerng Lam cz leaf? Blameable of the tis. But 
why'do you, Who complain ſo grievouſly o 
Omiſſions, take no Notice of what I ſaid be- 
fore and after? I produced ens {oF 3 
Writers very nearly ab ancient as St. C N 
addreſſed perſonally to Cr, and which h coul 
not poſſibly admit of any 4 Conſtruetlon. 
And I alledged alſo "ſeveral Texts of Scripture, = 
where Glory is given immediately to our Lora, 
ſuch. as Rev. I. 5, 6.—v. 13.——vil. 9. 10. 
Heb, xii, 20, Fr AUR Pet. iii. 18, With te- 
indeed to this latter Text, I acknow 

in a Note, that ſome MSS, read differently. 


*P, 177. 


" Set, 20, P. 174, 
d P, 93. &e, 


But 


part of 


But I acknowledged oo much, - Theſe 188. 
I find by Dr. Mil, are only two, and the 
Mr. Fiſher, might reaſonably ſuppoſe that this 
1 of St. ieee en whow . G and 
* ng fr the, Word---duri---to- whom in 

natural Conſtrudtion. of the Words relating 
There is .another .alſo in the ſame 
Epiſtle, Seck. 50. where, though God the Fa- 
the Sentence, yet there ſeems to be leſs Pretence 
for referring the Doxology to him, The Words 
e trmgh Jeſt ri ar Lord, 6 
whom. be Glory for ever and ever, Amen. 
hey is not abdrefied to our” Lord Js Cri 
And why ſhould. you, Sie, » who think it law- 
Office may ſiem ſuitable, be ſo angry with thoſe, 
who abs lach. Glwy.to birt, as you Pb 
fored Conſtruction upon all ſuch Daxolagzer, ts 

ſeem addrefſed to him: and make an addition 


110 A Lau tothe — 
Hriar Verſion. Aud therefore both I, and 
ety throughout all Ager—was addreſſed tv 
to che immediate. Antectdent-- Fefir Cr 

ther is indeed mentioned in the former 
are Bleſedneſi cometh upon theſe who aft 
any common Reader judge Rs tan. 
ful to pay ſuch Web to. the Son, . as to bis high 
ſeem to think his Due? Why. ſhould you. put a | 

P. 76. 
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hath obtained a more excellent Name than thiy. 
They are only Meſengervand Miniſters, but of the 
Son be ſaid---Thou art ny Son : this Day have T 
begotten thee, ---Again in another Place he tells 
us that our Lord" Yeſu came of Ira. nnd 
are borrowed from gt. Paul, and plainly imply 
that he had another Nature beſides” his human. 
What that was St. Pau will tell you--- He was 
God over all, bleſſed for er. _ Clemens hin- 
N were content (fays he) with the Portion 
given you by God, and gave bred diligently to bis 
—— — Suffers — He. 
the — G- there 
and that with the Artiele od 66g,” 
The ſame Doctrine is ſtill more fully deli- 
vered in his ſecond Epiſtle, which begins thus 
. === My : Brethren, doe ought ſ0' te think f 'Yeſus 
Chriſt, a of Gad; as of the Fudge-of quick and 
— we to think meanly' of our Sal. 
— But we are told that, er we or 


* Sect. 36. ged. 3a. 8a. 2. . 
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St. Clements Writings by Du Pin, Dr. Cave, 


not find it quoted by any of the Ancients. It is 
plain therefore that this Epiſtle was extant be- 
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Dayman's SeripruralConfutdthn, 113 
this Epiſlir, ue onght- 20: prove its Authenticity; 
which it greatly di uta. But, if we muſt give 
up every thing that has been diſputed; we muſt 
give up ſome part of our Canonical Scripture too 
for the Authenticity of ſome Books of this h 
been. greatly diſputed. And the Authority of 
Clements firſt Epiſtle has been queſtioned. As 
to this ſecond Epiſtle I shall freely acknowledge 
that its Genuineneſs has been called in Queſ« 
tion by ſome conſiderable Writers, | whoſe 
Learning, and Judgment, I have the greateſt 
Regard for, and particularly A. Bp. Uſer. 
But on the other Hand, it is placed amongſt 


and A; Bp. Wake: and ite Authenticity: has 
boonSuppartes by? Geteerrar, fe Bulk Band 
Bp. Beveridge, | Euſebius mentions both Epiſ- 
tien. The Firſt. he ſays was generally received. 
The Second, he ſays, was aſeribed:to. bim : \ but 
was not ſo well known as the Firſt, for be dies 


fore Ewſebius's Time, and was by ſome aſcribed 
to St. Clement. Nor does Euſebius pronounce 
it {pycious 3 1 ny ſays it was not: ſay well 


„ Patres Apo. i Def, Fid. Nie. —— 
* Cod. Can, Ecel. Prim, illuftrat, Lib, Il. Cap. lx. C. 1% 


1 Ecdleſ, Hiker. Lib, iu. 9 


known, 


- £144 AA Letter the Reviarkimon the. 
known, and atteſted as the Firſt Epiſtle.” Now 
it is very poſſible, in thoſe Days, when the Uſe 
of Printing was not known, and Copies of 
Books were not cafily multiplied; and ſpread 
abroad, that genuine Pieces of eminent Men 
might be, ſome loſt, and others little known 
in the World. It has been the Caſe of ſome of 
the ſagred Writings themſolves. And Eſtbius 
ſpeaks more doubtfully of fome Books of Scrip-· 
we, than he dots of this Second Epiſtle of 
It. Chemin, In the following Ages * Yerom 
tells us that 40% BpifMle umi refeiied by the A. 
cients, And after him Phorins'calls it Purioue. 
And yet both m, and Photrur, in other 
Parte of their Works aſeribe two Epiſtles 6d 
St. Cimont. In the Canons, which 
are generally allowed to de of great Antiquity, 
* both Epiſtles are reckoned among the ſacred 
Writings, and: aſcribed to St. Clement; ' And 
in the moſt ancient MS of St. Thecka the two 
Epiſtles of 8d. Clement are” alſo added to the 
ſacred: Writings, fromwhence we may conclude 
_— were _ . 1 per- * And 


n n 
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* Adv. Jevin, Lib. i. C. 7, Cod. cxxvi. 
© Seq Brig. Vindics. C. 6. 
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Kiymawu-Serigiural Confutation. 11g 
* Bpjphanins/allo;\ reckons two: Epiſtles of St, 
Clement, und tells us that they were both read 
in che Churches in bi Time, in the fourth 


or Matter, of this Epiſtle,, which can give u 
Reaſon to ſuſpoct it of a later Date. It is u ſe- 
tious Exhortation to « good Life: and a Spirit 
of Piety breathes through the whole. It is 
moſt certainly of great Antiquity, and wrote 
long before the Council of Nice, and mot 
probably is the Work of St. Clement hirnſeli. 
Ar to this full Teſtimony of our gi, 
Divinity, Tqnatius, who was his Co- temporary, 
ſpealæs in full av high Terms, * as may be ſeen 
in the Paſſages before cited from him: 
Tou produce no other Proof from Antiquity, 
but ohly*ſecond-hand Quotations, * The firſt 
you give us is from a Letter of Mr. Chilling» 
worth publiſhed in his Life by De- Maizeaue. 
This very Letter was quoted for the ſame Pur 
poſe not many Years ago by Bp. Clayton. In 
my Anſwer to him I thought I had fully dif- 
proved the Contents of it, and did not expect 
to hear of it ſo ſoon again, My Performance 
mey-pertaps have never cs 10 your Ke 


11 euer. 94+ 
P. 118, &e. 


5 oy ledge, 


Century. Nor id there any thing in the Style 


116 A Letter to the u on the 
ledge, or you may have thought ĩt beneath you 
Notice. But ſurely à Regard to your oπꝗ) 
Credit might have taught you not to produce 
ſecond-hand Quotations, without ever. conſult- 
ing the | Originals; and”expoſe'yourfelf by re- 
ferring to Teſtimonies, which every one prove 
directly againſt ybu. It is indeed an hard Tot 
to anſwer the ſume / Objections over and'over 
again. 'But'/as ybu introduce this Quotation 
with fuch an Air of Triumph, be pleaſed to 
take the ſame Anſwer. Firſt then this Letter 
is not to be found in uny of Mr. Chillingworth's 
Works, which he himſelf publiſhed,” but in 
his Life wrote many Vears after his Death by 
Des Maizeaux : it came accidentally into hit 
Hands; nor does any one know when! it \was 
wrote, or to whom. It is well known that 
Mr. Chillingworth had ſome Scruples about Sub- 
ſcription to out Articles, which he afterwards 
happily got over This Letter, if at all wrote 
by him, might be wrote during this Interval, 
And I cannot but think it very hard upon 
learned Men, if they are to anſwer for every 
thing which may at any time have dropped 
from them in their private Correſpondence, 
And very ill do you uſe both this excellent 


Perſon, and your Reader, to palm ſuch an 
3 * him, as the Sentiments of Mr. 


Chllingworth, 


Laymat's Serifptural Confutatim, 117 
* Chullingworth, . *. e 
at a . 

«| A®;00 bas dn ebase dene eee 
to us undor ſo great a Name, it may be propet 
to conſider them particularly. In the firſt 
Place then we have here a very wrong Repreſen- 
tation of the Proceedings of the Fathers at 
Antioch, who condemned: Paul of Samoſates 
Athanaſius no! where ſays that they affirmed eu- 
preſily that . the Son is not of the ſame Eſſence 
with the Father. *:On the contrary, in the very 
Place here referred to he ſets himſelf to prove 
that they did not contradi# the Council of Nice. 
He mentions it as an Objection, that ſome af« 
firmed, that the Biſhops, who condemned Paul, 
bad ſaid, that the Son was not with 
the Father, -* He anſwers this Objection at large. 
He ſays be has not the Epiſtle of the Synod by him a 
but that, if this were true, yet both the Coun- 
cils of Antioch and of Nice, might be free from 
Blame; that, if they differed in their manner 
of „ nero ougbt to Ne N _ 


g 11 Tom. i. P, 917. 
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418 A Lu tv the Remarker. on the 
and Meaning,” and then ur ſhould find they wars 


per fectiy agreed. He proceeds to ſhew in ht 
Sehſe the Council of Antroch might reject the 
Word-—conſubfiantial z he produces ſeveral In- 
ſtances of - Phraſes, and Expreſſiont, which 
might be, and had been, in a different Seriſe, 
affirmed, and denied, of the ſame thing, both 
in Scripture, and other Writers ; he ſays that 
the Council of Hutioch might with good Reaſon 
refet the Word=conſubfiantia/-—though it had 
been uſed: by former Writers, "becauſe it had 
been perverted to a bad Senſe by Paul of Sam- 
fata, and the Council of Nice with as good 
Reaſon re-afſume it, as the ſtrongeſt Bulwark 
| re * To. che like 
Purpoſe ſpeaks Hilary. It is the Word 
conſubſtantial—and not Dea which. 
tells us tbe eighty Fathers rejected. In the 
Doctrine both the Councils were agreed. But 
we have better Authority than either Athanaſius, 
or Flilary. We may appeal to an Evidence, 
which Atbangſius had not. We have extant 
the Epiſtles of this Council of Anttech, in 


Male intelligitur Homoomſſon, quod ad me bene intelligen- 
tem? Male Hemooufion Sameſanetus confeſtvs eſt : ſed nunquid 
melids Ariani negaverunt—$i vero & probando, & improbando 
vnum utrique ſtatuerunt, quid bene conſtituta convellimus,— 


De Rage 320. 
| which 


Lay Scripture} Confitation. 119 
whith > they affirm exprefely that the dem wigs 
bifore all Ages eſſentially Ged. "They bring alto 
ſeveral Texts to prove h Divinity: and 
amongſt the reſt, Rom. ix. 5. which they a be, 
to him to'prove that be it over all God bleſſed 
for ever.” Tt appears alfo from this Epiſtle as 
well as from other Teſtimonies that, the 
Error, for which this Paul was cdndemr |, 
was the Denial of our Lor#s Divinity. ' "0 Eu- 
ſebiut tells ds chat the Biſhops aſſembled toge- 
ther againſt this Man, * as againſt a wild 'Braf 
that werrie CBriſit Flock. And the Fathers 
themſelves in theit circular Epiſtles preſerved 
by Zuſcbius, cenſure this Heretck, as denying | 
bis Lou and God, and fighting againſt God: 
and call his Tenets * the wicked Here of Arte 
nat. 4 deadly Doftrine—" 4 God. 
Wickedneſi. — Tt appears therefore that, theſe 
Fathers were ſo far from contradicking formally 
the Council 4 N ice, chat — not only held the 


e e ee o-. ou os 
Tits, . Labbe Conc. Vol. I. P. 945. 
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ſame 


220 Letter to the Remarher on the 
ſame Doctrine, n Jadged: it to be of the ut- 
2 Maron, T: alien, and Now , 
to ert | 

tian, 4 fn have here no Quotations, nor 
any particular Expreſſions alledged from them, 
it might be. ſufficient to refer to Bp. Bull, who, 
in his Defence of the Nicene Faith, has fully 
explai ined, and vindicated, all ſach Expreſſions, 
as either here, or elſewhere have been thought 
liable to Exception. As to Juſtin J have in 
my Vindication ſhewn at large what were his 
Sentiments with regard to the Eternity, and 
Divinity of the Son of God. But I can farther 
add that we have no where in all Antiquity 
ſtronger Proofs of his. Eternity, and Diunity 
than in the Treatiſes here referred to: nay we 
have very ſtrong ones in the very Pages we are 
here directed to, e of IP. I ſhall g give in 
ths Margin, - | * yore ms 
ae een u 
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i « See Bull Def. d. Nie. ec. i E. 1. No, 9, 0 
Eecl, Cath C. lil. No. 3. Kc. Watirland Import. Doct. 
Trin. P. 327,—Thirlby Anſw. to Whiflon's Sufpicions, P. 102, 
1 Hiſtor. Ace. P. 144 ' 1 Pt, M1, p. 48, c. 
ee eee, & Gee ven, A, 1) Selen 
M Mwril , Jul. Mart. Dial, eum Tryph. P. 203 — 
in. Br % Ode, „ Ay part, P. 356,—Kigut b 
ee, . Olde, ey Vs imaigyer, P. 497. Hane me regulam 
profeſſum qui inſeparatos ab alterutro Patrem & Filium & Spiri- 
tum teſtor tene ubique, & ita quid quomodo dloatur, agnoſcen- 
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Tau geri peural Confulathen. 1224 
Opinion of Dronyfius: Bp. of Alaxundria, and 
amount to no more than that Ba, tells us that 
Dionyſhes; in his Writings againſt Sabellius, had 
bent the Stick tao much the other Way, and 
by his improper, and incautious Expreſſions, 
ſown the firſt Seeds: of the Arian Hereſy. 
+ But he does him the Juſtice to own, that- ir 
aut not any ill Meaning, but only a: great Zeal 
againſt Sabelltius; which had betrayed him into 
theſe unwary Aſſertions. On the other Hand 


Anbau not only vindicates Diomfut, but 
gives Extracts out of his Writings, in which 
he 


for bimſelf, and declared his 
Abhoerence' of the Doctrines charged upon 
Wes The whole Affair is well worthy our 


wor! "Rees enim Alco alen eſſe Parrim & alum Filium, & 
allum #pinntum, Male accep't idiotes quiſque aut perverſus hoc 
dictum, quaſi diverſitatem ſonet——non tamen diverſitate alium 
Fillum a Patre, ſed diſtributione, diviſione alium, ſed diſtinRione, 
Tertull. adv. Prax, C. 9.— Hie ergo, cum fit genitus « Patre, 
ſemper eft in Patre—ſemper enim in Patre, ne Pater non ſemper 
fit Pater, Mu. de Trin. C, 31. See Wateriand's 1, Def. 
P. 137. 

ee de ei dle, An Mo. d- l la- 
e M Lass. Eplſt. xll, ad Max. Phlloſ. 
© Athanaf. de gent. Dieny/. Tom. I. P. 548, — De Synod. 
Arimin, & Golanc, P. 918, — Bull Def, Fid. Nic, Sect. 11. 
C. xt. No. 8. de. ect. 111. C. iv. No. 3-0. Life of 
Diony/, 8. 14. == Waterland's Import. P. 4 50.-Thirlly's And, 
Ars guſple , Moyne, Not, ad Var, Sacr. P. 435. 

Attention. 
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Attention. Dionyſus, in his Writings againſt 
Sabellius, had in the Heat of Controverſy 
dropt ſome Ex concerning the Son of 
«God, which had given ſome Offence to ſome 
good Chriftians, » A Jealouſy being rais'd," the 
Matter was thought conſiderable enough co 
be brought before the other - Dionyſus Bp. of 

Rome, He convened a Synod of Biſhops at 
Rome, who conſidered the Matter, and called 
upon the Biſhop of Alexandria to give an-ac» 
count of his Faith. The Charge againſt him 
ran high. He was accuſed of denying the 
Eternity of the Sen, and affirming that Se was 
one of the things that were made, and not conſub» 
ftantial with the Father. In Anſwer to this 
Accuſation Dionyſius wrote an Apology: for 
himſelf, in which he explained, and vindicated, 
ſuch Paſſages in his former Writings, as had 
given Offence, and in a moſt ample-manner 
declared his Faith, in a co=eternal, and con- 
ſubſtantial Trinity. Amongſt many others are 
theſe remarkable Exprefſions—" Chriſt was al- 
ways the Word, and Wiſdom, and Power, of God: 
for it cannot be ſaid that God, being without 


theſe chilalgſt, afterwards begat a Son. Again 


AA T x. A u @ ela, no Nay & 50 If 7d 
4% by Ot Am Inn Aibanaſi P. 359. 


— Being 
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ih Being the Brigbineſi or Shining forth of the 
ae Lighe be mi alſo himſelf neceſſarily be 
eternal j for if the Light exit altoays, it it plain 
that the Shining forth of it muſt akoay: exiſt : 
for Light is. known to be ſuch by its ſhining forth: 
nor can there be Light, which does not give Light, 
mn Again." The Son only always co-exiſting with 
the Father, and full of Exiftence. As to his de» 
ning the Son ta be conſubſlantial with the Father, 
he anſwers that te Charge 1s falſe. * For 
though be ſaid that he bad not found, nor read, 
this Word any where in the Holy Scriptures, 
yet his Arguments which followed, and which his 
Adverſaries ſuppreſſed, differed not from that 
Senſe, Laſtly, he thus expreſſes himſelf, 
Thus we extend the undivided Unity into a Trinity, 
and again ſum up the undiminiſhed Trinity in an 
Unity, The Expreſſions are ſtrong, and full, 


. 4 Ara e # hung I, ret u ab de la, bores 
ae kei Feen, NN ws Inv ad N A, ruhe yag in fas 
in M ag rawydt;ey beef N PBs & Nur wal pC. Ib. 
* Me. 53 Tig ru W Derg), nay Ferry Ne P. 560. 

* e 19 e vd H hignniray panes d 
we Þ ale y, be vi md imgapiupn pe Vie of ei- 
wart, M Navin rar; ts Ai, P. 561. 

t Obrw A halt bs wt Th Todd ris Moni wardroutr Ds 
wiper, & rl Ted mids djatlerrty tis vl Nm evynr nerds 
nid . See Not. on Athana/ Ed. Bened, Tom. I. P. agg. 
Grabe Annot. in Bull, Def. Fid, Nic, Sect. 11, C. xt, 


Q 2 but 
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| but cannot eaſily be tranſlated : 1 have gen 
the Original in the Margin, This Apology oi 
Dlonyfiu ſatisfied the Council: and afterwards, 
"when the Biſhops met at Antioch to cenfurs 
Pill of Saiwſata, who denied our Lord's Divi. 
ty, he was invited to the Council, but ſent un 
Epiſtle, exeuſing himſelf on account” of hie 
Age, and Infirmities, and expreſſing his gen- 
timents on the Points in Debate; and his De- 
teſtation-of the falſe Doctrines of that Heretick. 
The whole Proceſs of this affair is a moſt un- 
deniable Proof of the Opinion of the Church 
of that Age, ſixty years before the Council of 
Nice, concerning the Divinity, and Eternity, 
of the Son of God, the high Regard: they. paid 
to this Doctrine, and the great e 


judged it to be of. 
ſtand convicted by on 


And now, Sir, you 
own Evidence, You have produced them 


without Examination: and they all bear Teſti- 
mony ditectly againſt you, and depoſe that the 


Eternity, and Divinity, of the Son of God was 
the general Doctrine of the Cbriſtian Church 


before the Council of Nice, 
To go on with your acoumulated Euidence 


the Quotation from Jerom concerns only the 


. Hilt, Keelef, Lib, vil, C. 17. 36, 


Opinion 
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Opinion of Origen. 1 have ſhewu in my 
Anſwer. to Mr. Lindy what was Origen's 
Opinion concerning the Divinity of our, Bleſſed 
Saviour. He had been befbre indeed vindicated 
by abler Hands, both ancient, and modern, to 
which I there referred you. I know that he 
has been ſeverely cenſured by St, Jerome, and 
ſeveral: others, for Errors with regard to other 
Points, as well as that of the Trinity. But 
does St. Jerome ſay. that theſe Opinions of 
Origen were the Doctrine of the Church in his 
Days? No: zuſt the oontrary. He apolo- 
giſes for him as having wrote in too great Haſte. 
He tells us that he was cenſured for theſe Errors 
in his Life- time, and wrote an Epiſtle to Fabian” 
Biſhop of Rome, in which he retracted, and 
begged Pardon for, theſe offenſive Paſſages. 
One Excuſe he made was, the ſame which is 
here to be made for Mr, Chillingworth, that 
what he had wrote haſtily, in his private Cor- 
reſpondence, others through an injudicious Zeal 
had publiſhed. You ſee then, Sir, that St. 
Jerome too bears Teſtimony againſt you. | 


As to the Quenations here from Petavius, 
Perron, 


v P. 118, ke, * Eplſt. lxv, Pp, 11. Pp, 193. 
* Bellarmine Is wrongfully joined with theſe, He has « whole 
Chapter, L. I. C. 16, to prove the Divinity of C, from 
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Perron, &c. we know that the Romanifir of 
thoſe Times affected to charge the Primitive 
Fathers with Arianiſin, hoping thereby to ſerve 
the Intereſts of the Church, of Nome, though 
ſuch a Charge was really inconſiſtent with their 
own Principles. I cannot expreſs this better 
than in the Words of Bp, Bull. N A ſub= 

dolo alfquo confilio, non ex folitd tantum fibi auuu- 
cid, ac trmeritate in ſanthis Patribus cenſendi 
et notandis ifla ſeriphſſe cenſendus fit Petavins, 
putdyim bominem, | Yeſuitam ſcilicet, Pontificie 
potitis quam Ariane Cauſe confultum vun e. 
Ex eo enim qudd Catholics Docforrt trium pri- 
drum ſeculorum plerique omnet eundem plane errv- 
vum errdrunt, quem poſiea in Aris ut Harm 
damnavit Nicena (quod contendit Peta« 
vin) hec dus facile conſequentur, 18% Patridus 
trium primorum ſaculorum, quot Imprimir appel 
lare ſolent Catholics Reformatores, parum triburn- 
dum effe 3 utpote quibus — perſpecta & 


patefatla furrunt procipua Chrifliance 4 Fidel ca- 
pita, 20. Concilia Occumentca - | Potyflatem ba- 


the Teimony of the Fathers, And 1 he has a 
ſome ſpurious Treatiſe, he has brought ſufficient Proof from 
thelr genuine Writings , and has, I think, well anſwered the 
chief ObjeQions, 

Y Def, Fid, Nic. Proem, N.8, See allo Waterland's 2d 


Def. Pref, P. v. Kc. Ne Life of Bp. Bull, P. 284, &e. 


bere 


Layman's Scriptural Confutation. 127 
bere noves Fidei | Articulos condendi, fue (ut 
Petavius logygtur } conſlituends, & patgfaciendi : 
unde ſatis proſpectum videatur additamentis ills, 

que regula Fidei aſſuerunt, queque Chriflians 
orbi obtruſerunt Patres Tridentini: quanquam ne 
fic quidem Fides Romana ſtabit ; cum Tridentina 
conventio quiduis potuds quam generale Concilium 
dicenda fit. Sed ita ſeilicet iſtius Scholee magiſtyit 
nulla Religio eff Pſeudo-catbolicam fuam Fidem 
ſuper fidei vere Catholice ruinat edificere: Ipſa 
Oracula divina nimie obſeuritati: condemnands ; 
ſanctiſimi primaeve Eoclfe Docforet, Hoy 
copi, et Martyres, Hereſeos inſimulandi ſunt, ut 
quocungue modo degenerts Eccles Romane fides 
atque autforitat ſarta tefla conſirvetur.o The 
ſame Bp. Bull has not only, as a Defendant, fully 
anſwered all the Objetions of Petaviut, and 
others, but has brought clear and ſtrong Proof 
of the Agreement of theſe ancient Fathers with 
the Nicene Council, He has (“as Dr. Waterland 
juſtly obſerves) ſo learnedly, and effeflually, de» 
fended the Ante» Nicene Faith, that the Arian Cauſt 
bas been ſinking under the Weight of bis elaborate 
Pieces ever fince. He received the public 
> Thanks of the Clergy in France for them. 
They met with the general Eſteem of the 


0 2d Defence, P. 19. 
% Ne{on's Life of Bp. Bull, P. 383, &c. 
| | Learned 
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Leartied in Evyope, nv well Papiſtn as Protefe 
rants, who from that Time have appeared" ge- 
nerally well ſatisfied in the Faith of the e- 
rent Writers, and many of them have ſtood 
up in Defence of lt. But av, Peraviur, und 
ethers, had taken no ſmall Pains to miſrepreſent 
theſe Fathers, and their Pretences had not at 
that Time been ſufficlently examined, we müy 
the more eaſily excuſe Mr. CB uri, I In 
hie younger Lehrt he was miſled by them: 
they are moſt to blume, who publiſh theſe his 
Crudities, after every Tittle here advanced has 
deen fo fully, and ſolidly, confuted. 1 
add too, that all this is retracted by Mr. Chi 
 I'ngworth himſelf,” * For in his excellent Trea- 
tiſe of The Religion / Proteflants, &c. he cen. 
fares & condemns theſe very Popiſh Writers 
for this Charge of Arienifin on the Primitive 
Taten. * 

After this curious Quotation you go on to 
inform us farther, that as 70% Chriſtians of the 
three firſt Centuries were generally Unitarians, 
fo perhaps too the Nite Fathers tbemſtives were 
Unitarians, equally at leaft with ſome, who are 
mow upbraided with the Name. Pray, Sir, who 


upbraids you with the Name ? e you moſt 


o Pref, $, 18. p. 169. 


confidently 


 Conſubſiantial— 
that he was, God of God, Light of Light, very 
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Exeluſion of all others. The Nicene Fu- 
thers, and Alexander, who began the Conteſt 
with Ain were Unitarlant, and fo too was 
Athangfiu j and ſo I hope we all are. Rut, if 
thoſe only are Unitarions, who deny our Lords 
Divinity, — if the Nicene Fathers were Uni» 
torians in that Senſe of the Word, I deſire you 
would inform us what it was they condemned 
Arius for, and how Alexander came to have 
any Conteſt with hin. 
Your Jargon about numerical and generical 
Zuhaus I underſtand not. What the Nicene 
Fathers underſtood by the Word O 
they themſelves will tell you; 


God of very God, begotten, not made. And 
they reject, and anathematize all thoſe, who 
ſay, that there was a Time when the Son as not, 
and that be was not before be was begotten——or 


| that le was created, or obnoxious to Change. 


It is very plain that by this Term they meant 
to aſſert Chriff's trus Divinity, and Eternity. - 
* And the Occaſion of this Council was the 

R Conteſt 


« ges, il. Beel, I. I. C. 8, hs, Hit, L. 1 
C. 21 ,---Theod, Hist. Beel, L. I. C. 6. 1. 
Suocrat. L, I. C. 5, 6 Sexom, L., l. C. f 3 


EE: 


* 2 between Alexander Bp. of Alexdnilyia; 


hen be was nor. As to the Word 0 ualines 


as appears by Dionyſius's "Epiſtle above - cited, 
Land by Euſebiur Epiſtle in Theodorer, * and 
other Teſtimonies, But Paul of Samofar 
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and Arius. Your Unitarian —— had in 
his Diſcourſes aſſerted the Doctrine of a Tr 


tity in Unity. But Arius preached againſt hit, 
and taught chat the Son was a Creature, that hr 


bad a Beginning, and that there was 4 Tant 


or-uſlem ſulſtantiauit was in Uſe 5 the 
Cbriflian Church before the Council of Antiveh, 


who ſeems to have been nearly of Mr. 2 
ſey's Opinion, held / to be a mere Man, 
but actuated by the Logos, which he eſteemed 
to be a Part; or Attribute, of God,” And he 
pretended that this Word — 0 favoured 
his Opinion. For this Reaſon the Antiochent 
Fathers thought proper to forbear the Uſe of 
this Word, but they expreſſed the ſame Doctrine 
of Cirift's Divinity in Terms full as ſtrong and 
expreſſive; But on the contrary Arius, 'whoſe 
__ you ſeem to "ns nog aride 
a 
C. 2 A1 Epiſt * Theod, 0. 4 83 ex © Avil 4 


Ap. Athanaſ. de Synond Arimin. & Seleuc, P. 883. Ap. 1 80 


Orat. ii. contr, Arian. 
I. i. C. 12. P. 3g. ve Bull Def, Fd, Nic, Sea, 


i, C. 1, No. 8, Kc. þ i 1 
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J — pd ſame Kind of Divis 
nity. But then he held him to be an inferior 
Kind of God, neither poragnal, nor ..co-eternal 
with the Faber., * Anf in the Nicene Council 
the Arians greatly x J. When they 
were aſked whether th held Ori to be God, 
they allowed it, but only i in an inferior Senſe; 
in ſuch a Senſe, as Angels and Men are ſtyled 
Gods, If they were aſked Whether he was 
true God, they anſwered that he was truly made 
ſo.by God, But the Ward Conſubſtantia 
they could not ſo eaſily evade : though at laſt 
they all ſigned the Creed, excepting only two- 
And this was the Word, which they afterwards 
objected. to, and would fain have expunged out 
of the\Creed. Great Pity is it that there was 
not ſo wiſe a Man amopgſt them as yourſelf to 
explain the Meaning df it to them, You ſay 
they granted Supremacy, and Priority, to the 
Father, They might do ſo, but ſuch only 
as is conſiſtent. with a perfect Equality of Na- 
ture, and Sublance... Thoſe Fathers held the 
Son to be God of Gad, very God of very God. 
As to the Word—pargnis—and—ravrrwoug— 
whence | You took them, you tell us not. 


. 


. Theod. 1 i c. 8. \— Athanaſ. de Noor Nicen. P. 267.— 
De Synod, Arimin & Seleue, | P. 920, 917 
R 2 They 


M1 4 


dat 
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They are, 1 think, Terme invented by dhe 
| BSabeltiant,, who denied a Diſtinction of Perſont 
wu the Gaba | The Men- Fathers,” in Op- 
poſition to both ther, and the ant, held 
they were three Perſons, but one God: 
They neither 2 en ner divided 
2 — 
ut you tll un that % Conteſt oceaffoned 
| Fey bob ore noon af Pray, 
Sir, when, and by whom by the Ariane 
under the Emperors Ghnſtantin: and Yalens, who 
perſecuted the even to Death; and 
by your Unitarians, the Goths, Vandals, and 
Ham. But I have fully confidered this 
Charge in my Anſwer to Mr. L. I refer you 
to what I there ſaid, and to the Auth ities 


_ ' therecited. 


v + But you are pleaſed to ſay that Alexander of 
Alexandria was indifputably Unitarian : that is, 
if you mean any thing, an Antitrimtarian. 
What he, who began the Conteſt with Arrius, 
himfelf an Arian? Pray, Sir, did you ever 
read the Epiſtle here referred to? No: you 
give it us at ſecond Hand from Dr. Fortis. 
You have really very bad Luck at theſe ſecond- 
hand Quotations. This Alexander was the 


P. 121. Xp. 149, Ke. 
& * Perſon 
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Ferſon who firſt called to Account, and ceny 
ur, and his Adbergnts, for denying 
the Divinity of out Savieur. And we have 
an Epiſtle of his til} extant, wherein he aſſerts 
the Eternity, and true Divinity, of our Bleed 
Saviour in the ſtrongeſt and fulleſt Terms, 
And yet from this very Epiſtle you bring Quo- 
tations, which you borrowed from Dr. Yortin, 
to prove that this Alexander. was an Unitarian, 
But you go much farther than-your Principal, 
All that Dr, Yortin concludes from his Quotay 
tions is that the Difference between Alexander, 
and the Semi= Ariant, ſeems not to baus been gevar, 
Yau more boldly pronounce that he was indie 
putably Unitarian. We have indeed the greateſt 
Reaſon to complain of Dr. Yortin for his 
ſhameful Partiality. There cannot be a ſtronger 
Inſtance than in the Paſſage before us. He has 
given us here an incoherent Medley of every 
thing he could pick up to the Diſcredit of the 
Nicene., Council, . and ſuppreſſing 
every thing on the other Side. In the Epiſtle 
referred to Alexander has given ſeveral ſtrong 
Proofs of our Lord's Divinity from Scripture 
from, Job. i, Heb. i. —» Col. i. &c: Theſe 


I Ap. Theod, Eccl. Hiſt, L. i. C. 4. | 
® Remarks on Eccleſ. Hiſt, Vol. iii. P. 47, &c. 


the 


# 
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- the De: paſſes' very lightly over: * but ridicule 
Him for urging's weak "Argument, 'or two. 
But ſurely this is not dealing fairly, either 
the Author he quotes, or by his own Reade 
e follow/in Dr. Fortin's Remarks the theo | 
Quotations, Which you give us. I cannot tell 
to what Purpole the firſt is quoted. It directly 
contradicts the Inference, which you, and the 
Dr. would draw from it. Te Son (ays Au- 
under) ts inferior to the Father only in that be is 
rot Unbegotten—as the Lord himſelf hath taught 
u, ſoying—the ' Father is greater than I.——And 
what < can we defire more Orthodox ? eſpecially, 
as Alexander, in the foregoing Words, and 
thoſe immediately following, aſſerts the Son to 
be immutable as the Father, a perfett Son ex- 
atly like the Father, his perfeft Image, in no- 
thing differing from bim; that be exiſted from 
all Eternity ; that we are to give due Honour to 
the Son, declaring his Generation from the Father 
without any Beginning, acknowledging bis neceſſaty 
Being before all Ages; not denying his Divinity, 
but aſeribing to him an exa## - Likeneſt in all 
things to the Furber.— This ſurely is neither 
Arianiſin, nor Semiarianiſm, but the direct 


Mean find but one of theſe Texts in our Epiſtle, nor is 
that urged by way of Argument, 


1 Reverſe 
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Reyerſe. Dr. Jortin indeed takes ſome No- 
tice of this Context, though in plain Contrad 
diction to himſelf. Vou more wiſely, and con- 
ſiſtently. though, not. (quite ſo honeſtly, have 
left this quite out, and taken only ſuch Part 
from the Drs. Remarks, as you thought might 
ſuit your Purpoſe. As to the Text quoted 
here from St. John's Goſpel, I ſhould rather 
think it relates only to Cbriſts mediatorjal\Offices 
Alexander interprets it of his Divine Nature, 
according to which he acknowledges the Sor 
to be inferior to the Pather, as being the Se 
cond. Perſon, and receiving his Eſſence from the 
Firſt: but then he holds him to have exiſted 
with the Father from all Eternity, and to have 
received” from him the ſame - unchangeable 
Eſſence. And many orthodox Writers both 
before, and ſince, interpret this Text in like | 
manner: amongſt the reſt Athengfius: himſelf, 
in his. ſecond Oration againſt the Arians— 
He ſaid the Father is greater than 1, not with 
regard to any Excellency, or Priority of Time, 
but becauſe of bis Generation from the Father, 
In the other Paſſage quoted I can ſee only 
one Word liable to Exception — Sies — This 
* bee Bull Def, Fid, Nic, Sect. iv. C. a che | 
Creed, P. 34, F. 365, ; 
4 l Dr. 
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De. Fortin has taken care to give us in great 
Letters: and he treats Yalefius with no ſmall 
Contempt for giving us a favourable Imerpre- 
tation of this Paſſage,” and quotes him ve 
unfairly, - He charges him with ſaying what 
he does not ſay, and leaves out the principal 
thing he does ſay. S0 far indeed Valgſus ſays, 
chat this Expreflian ought to be-favourably-in- 
3 and that by—Nn—be means Perſon. 
And methinks, Sir, the Dr. and you, who 
underſtand Greet ſo woll, ſhould have known 
that the Word — .- of various Significa- 
| Lions, Not only Valfſus, but the Lexicogra- 
| phers, Stevens and Suicer, tell us that it ſome- 
times fignifics the fame as:Perſon. But Valeſau 
fays more, that Alexander uſes the ſame Word in 
the ſame Senſe in the very Page before, where 
we are told that whey owr Lord faid, I and my 
Father are One, be did not ſay be was the Father, 
= Thy , D d. Obows flat dvcy——nor 
hat two Per fons were one— This the Dr. takes 
no Notice of. But ſuppoſing that Alexander 
were guilty here of an Imptopriety ot Expreſ. 
bon, his Meaning is very plain. He had {aid 
before that the Arians objeted that thoſt who 
would not allow that the Sen had a Beginning, 
kuck avas mad? out of nothing, muſt allru that 
there were ara - unbegotten, or ſe We 


a 
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auen Beings, He anſwers that, there was g 
wide Difference between the Unbegatten Father + 
and ihe things ct eated by bim out of nathing : out 

that there wat Medium between theſt, the 
Only-begatten, by whom the Father of God the 
Mord mage all things aut of nothing, who waz 
begotten of the Self-exiftent Father. His Doc- 
trine is plainly this, that the Sen was not une 
begotten like the Father, nor created, as all other 
Beings are. And nat long after follows your 
ather Quotation, where he ſays, that he Son 4s 
ia no other Reſpect inferior to the Father, only 
in that be is not Unbegatten. This is ſo far 
fram ſavguring of Arianiſin, that. it is an An- 
ſer to an Ohjectian of the Arians, the ſelf 
lame Odjection, which you are perpetually 
repeating, as if it never had been anſwered, 

that there cannot be two Selſcexiſtent Beings. 
Alexander here in expreſs Terms declares that 
the Son is no Creature, hut that by him all things 
were made, And in what follows he ex- 
preſſes (as we have already ſeen) bis Belief 
of gur Lord's Diuiniq, and Eternity, in the 
moſt full and explicit manner. After all the 
Word is not — A . Middle Nature but 
poi Porte Perſon, or Being, who 
meditated between-God the Father, and the World 
—by whoſe Miniſtry he firſt created all. things, 
| 8 and 
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and afterwards redeemed Mankind. And why 
might not this Midale Nature, as you call him, 
be equal to the Unbegotten Father ? When the 
Houſholder ſent his one Son, his well-beloved, to 
his Huſbandmen, this Son, though far ſuperior 
to the Huſbandmen, might be equal to his 
Father. If a King ſhould take his Son to be 
Partner with him in the Throne, and ſhould 
tranſact all Matters with his Subjects by his 
Intervention, this Son, though far above the 
Rank of a Subject, would be equal in Rank to 
his Father. But, ſuppoſing theſe Paſſages to 
be really exceptionable, which neither of them 
are, what can be more unfair, or diſingenuous, 
than to pick out an incautious Expreſſion, or 
two, from an Author, and from thence take 
Occaſion to charge him, contrary to the Faith 
of all Hiſtory, and contrary to his own expreſs 
Words, with holding Opinions, which he is 
well known to have ſtrenuouſly oppoſed, and 
which the very Work quoted was written pur- 
poſely to confute ? However I ſhall allow that 
the Difference between the Doctrine of Alexander, 
and that of the Semi- Arians was not great. 
For theſe Semi-Arians pretended that they 


* See Epiphun, Heres, 73. — Socrat, Hiſt, Eccleſ, Lib, 8, 
C. 37, 39. Theod, Lib. ii, C. 17, 


Were 


' 
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were falſely accuſed of denying the Divinity of 
Oy as others have done ſince: and they 


le Terms, as deceived many ortho- 
dox, and well-meaning Perſons. . But Alex- 
ander, a ſaw through their Arti- 
fices. 


their Doctrines in ſuch ambiguous, 
and ——— 


64 


We. — next a ey of Pachomins-. the 
Monk, taken from Tillemont's H. E. I have 
_ Book, and where Tillemont picked up 
this idle. Story I cannot tell. Sozomen men» 
tions it as a Report, that an Angel appeared to 
this Pachomius, and exhorted him to gather a 
Society of Monks. But I cannot find in any 
approved Hiſtorian any Account of this Voice 
rom Heaven directing him to follow the Doctrine 
Alexander. And the Inference drawn from 
hence is moſt extraordinary.— F this be true 
(which certainly it is not) «a Man may be ortho- 
dox, without coming fully up to that Standard of 
Orthodoxy, which was fixed in later Ages,— 
What can one ſay to a Man, who can trifle in 
this manner? Truly, Sir, I profeſs the ſame. 
Faith, which Alexander does in his two Epiſ- 
tles now extant, taught, not by an immediate 
Pace A Heaven, but by St. John, and St. 


d Lib, 111. C. * 
* 8 2 Paul, 


\ 
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Pol, the Adthots he quotes + and I am able i 
prove that ide Standard of Orthedevy, with 
_ reſet to the Doctrine of the Tm, was the 

ſame in thoſe Days, as it is now among us 
T am alf very fute that neither the S mf Aria, 
fibr the Ariams, of thoſe Days rathe vp to tile 
Standard of modern Heterodoxy. It is with 
great Unwillingneſs that I paſs ſo ſevere 4 Otn- 
| ſire on Dr. Fortin,” But you have competſed 
me. Such Quotations, - ſupported by ſuͤch 
Authority, required ſome Animadverſion. Dri 
Fortin was undoubtedly a Man of great Leurn- 


ning, and, I believe, à Man ef an unblemviſhed 


moral Character. And he has wrote forme 
valuable things in Defenee of our moſt holy 


Religion: I am ſorry that he fhould di 
his Character by theſe haſty Remarks, May 
— Deeds meet with Acceptahcs at 154 


Throne of Grate : and may God in his Mercy 
overlook his Errors, Failings, and Prejudices, | 
I come now, Sir, to your Appen, which, 
It ſeems was ocodfioned by my Yinditation, 


Which did not come to your Hande, rift. your 
nted off 


Litter wut nearly pri And T ought'to 
eſteem myſelf happy that it did not reuch you 
ſooner, . My Bock, it ſoeme, afford: mur h matter 
for: Repreben/ion : if you had had it ſooner I 


ſhould, I ſuppoſe, been rewarded according to my 
Deſerts 
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Mr. Bingham, what they have wrote, I prev 
ſume, has not come to your Notice: fo they 
have wholly eſcaped the. Laſh of your Pen. 
. After Thanks to you for your-kindly exctying 
iny Prejudices, I come to confider the little you 
take Notice of. As to the Daxvligy of Clemens, 
*I have already given you, I think, a ſuffcient 
Atſwer, Your" next Charge may concern me 
mote. I have not been nicely ſerupulous, you 
tell me, wich regard to my Authorities, I yucte 
en Epiftle of the Ghurch of Smyrna : but I ought 
 firſtito have 'windirated its Authenticity. Vin- 
dicated, Sir, | againſt whom? I never knew 
before that its Hutbemicity was queſtioned, © It 
has been received as genuine in all Ages; it 
was read publickly in the Churches: and its 
Aathenticity is allowed by all the learned 
Moderns. * Dr., Adddirton, who queſtions the 
Truth of ſome Particulars in it, allows it to 
be eur of rde ug autbentich, aud celebrated 
Pieces, in all prinutiue Antiquity. The 
learned A. B. Male, who publiſhed an Engl 
Tranſlation of it, tells us, that it 15 Piece of 
the moſt ungughtionable Credit, and Antiquity 
e Lee above, p. 108, &e. A Free inqulry. p. 124. 

* Prelim, Diſe, Ch, vi, P. 60. —8ee alſo Jortin's Remarks, 
Vol, II. P. 101. Ke. . 5 
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Ali for the main Body of it, he adds, we find it 


preſerved in "the Ecclefiaftical Hiſtory ' of Euſe- 
 bius, who lived not above an Age and a-balf 
after the writing of it. drove dh Aa 
feripe itſelf; made Uſe of by A. By. Uſter, is fo 
well atteſted, that we need not any farther Af 
Jarance of the Truth of it. It has indeed an 
Atteſtation, which ſcarce any other ancient 
Writing has. At the End of it we have this 
Teſtimony Theſe things Cains tranſcribed from 
the Copy in the Hands of Irenaus the Diſciple of 
Pohycarp, who was himſelf co-temporary with 
drenaus, And I Socrates of Corinth tranſcribed 
it from Caius's Copy. And from this Tranſcript 
Pionius tells us he copied his. But you tell us 
| that you find by conſulting the Annotations on 
Euſebius, that there is a Writing under the 
Name of the Epiſtle of the Church of Smyrna ; 
but ſome ſuſpicious Circumſtances attended its In- 
traduttion into the World in its preſent Form. — 
What Annotations you conſulted you tell us 
not: I have looked into Yalefius Annotations, 
who tells us the direct contrary. - Euſebrus, as 
he himſelf tells us, has not given us the whole 
of this Epiſtle: but has omitted the Beginning, 
and the Concluſion. What he has given us 


' Eeclel. Hiſt, Lib.iv, C. 1. 
| agrees 
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agrees exactly with the Manuſcript made uſe of 
by A. Bp. Uſer, only with ſuch Variations; as 
are common in different MSS. of the fame 
Book. And Yalefius, inſtead of queſtioning the 
Authenticity of this Copy of Pionius, ſeems to 
lament that Euſebius has not given us the whole 
Epiſtle: and ſupplies the Omiſſion by inſerting 
in his Note what was wanting, from A. Bp. 
Uſer's Edition. The only Objection you have 
againſt this Copy of the Epiſtle, is from a very 
falſe Account you give us of Pioniuss Teſti- 
mony to it, which you had not from Valefius t 
it is I ſuppoſe your own -I ſhall therefore | give 
it in the Original — yo & abu Dinos is Ted 
TONY EHP pAYE Beal, aN Nx aur xard - 
xannlr Panyiourris fiel Touxape, u N Mv 
r @ Nabe, ci M awe d ie is E xiv 
ç rau. r. .- Now I think the Word 
—ara—in the. Plural Number, cannot relate 
to this particular MS. but to the Acts of Poly- 
arp in gene, And ſo again—aure i; g 
ix To 22008 xaxpumxira—does not, I apprehend, 


| gent) that that the MS. had been /ong /off, as you 


tell us, or that it was in a ruined Condition. 
The meaning I take to be, is, that the Me- 
mory of the Particulars relating to Polycary's 


Death had been almoſt loſt through length of 
Time ; but it be, finding this MS, had recovered 


a full 


n full Account ef them, and has given it 

. Who this Pianius was, bene fe 
gn ge that he was a Chrifian, who ſaf- 
— rtyrdom in the Perſecution under Des 
Nor am I. concerned to account for, or 
— he ſays about tbe Revelation 
— 1 You may call him 
* — you pleaſe. If he dreamt, or 
— ſuch a Revelation, this will 
— the 22 of the Manuſcript, which 
— A t of Euſebrus's Copy 

- and the Coherence of thoſe'Parts, whi 
has omitted, with what he bas inferted — 
— the Whole, ſome few Varib- 
_ 2 But you tell-us that Eu- 

he griues us this Prayer in Words gotally differ- 
eee had Cote lertuss Edi- 
before me, my · Quotation 

thence. 1: — but — 
22 between this and the Copy in Buſe- 

yu There is a ſmall· Variation in the P 
ticles, -whidh.!I ſuppoſe you »would la b 
perhaps pre 4, Merian Copy i runs .— 
eee -k. e 
read Ae =" 
—— — Us 
x as as I ſaid, from / the former: el 
57. 


mm mas * +8. 3: ages wks £55 10D. * w 2 vw 


adhs lenpned Mf. B 


_ the Ghwch Sννẽebnelude their do 
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eg 
has he cho Her 
der e Purer m d of Cori M 
the ſecond Dut then he fübſoiniö k 
. 
Reading in Ei/Abſiis, and very tightly obſerves 
that t naler nd Altrrurion in the n A fo 
it m with Du to 16: thre Divine 
Pe- By tobtin; hd With Hh, with thit, 
in tbe: Holy Spirit, Ge ff ever an" 7. 
Au. A I ean plane tmyſelf for ia that 1 
did $94 ald fottte ſurh Note, which would have 
prectuded even this little Cavit of yours. Nay, 


A. Bp. Ur ſuggeſte 4 Suſpition' dar ths 


Copy int Ruſebias miglit be corrupted in Favoiir 
of iu Hrions'; but then be adds thint the Latin 


Thames, which he found with the Or iet 


MS: hat it -f e Pontiſrem omni poten- 


em eſum Chriftuln, per quem tibi, tt cum i, 
& cumi Spirith ſantto, gloria, Cc. I (halt fat-. 2 
ther 48d, that this Atteſtation bf Planius ends 
wich . this Doxology="Teſks Chi, o yl 
Glory" with the Fauler, and the Holy Gb, 
ever ani ever," Ann. And not only this, t 


wich - Doxnlogier- ade to Jeſu Ci , as 
Ag Ch, i. 8. 4. 8e alſo Brise en Pim. 
T thus 


— 
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thur—" Yes Chrif * to v. 
be Glory, Honour, and Majeſty, and an ever. 

laſting Throne, from Generation to Generation, 
And « again— Jeſus Grid with whom 
be Oh» ts God and the Father, and the Holy 
Ghoſt—This I produced in my Anſwer to Mr. 
Lindo immediately before the other Qusta- 
n: but this you make no Scruple of paſſing 
by. You will tell me, perhaps, that theſe-are. 
— 5 in Euſchius Copy. Very true: and 
ſo are the four laſt Sections of the Epifile. But 


in whatever ruined Condition you may, ſuppoſe, 
Pionius Copy to have been, you will hot, I; 


hope, think to perſuade us that he added all 
this to the Epiſtle. And what will you ſay 
to another Paſſage in this ſame Epiſtle, * which 
I alledged too in Proof of rbe Worſhip of Jeſas 
Cbrift in thoſe, early Ages? This is extant in 
Euſebius's Copy, not many Lines "aſter your 
Quotation : and muſt have ſtared vou in the 
Face, when you were tranſcribing it. They 
tell us that Pohearp's Perſecutots applied to !the' 
Governor, that his Body ſhould nat be given ta the 
Chriſtians to be buried, left {ſaid they). they, for-" 


faking bim that war crucified ſhould begin 10 
S 


* 1 Sed. 21, ks. 22, ' P, 10 
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cant forſake' Chrift—nor worſhip any other. For 
(add: they) we worſhip him indetd, a3 being the 
Son of God :'but "the s we worthily love, 
ar the Diſtiples, and Imitators of the Lord. — 
Had you, who queſtion the Faithfylneſyof others, 
attended” to this plain Proof of 'the Worſhip 
of Chrift by the Primitive Chriflians, vou might 
have ſpared your Criticiſms on the Difference 
of the tw6 Copies. We may learn from either 
of them to'praiſe; Bie, and glorify; the Faber, 
and with him alſo his beſoved Son. 4 
There i; is only one thing more in my Wat, 
which you have thou ght proper to Mer your 
Remarks on, and that i 1s, my Interpretation of our © 
Saviour's Expreſſion — . xvi. 23. But it is 
ſurely very ſtrange that in a Book, which of- 
forded Jou fo much matter fer Reprebenfion, you 
Thould Choole to pick out, this, wherein you 
cannot contradict me, without contradicting 
yourſelf, Mr. Lindſey had alledged that in this 
Text Chriſt ſeemed in Wards, as expreſs, as can 
be uſed, to forbid Men's offering up Prayers to 
himfel, J. * You declare your Diſſent from Mr. 
L. in this Particular. Tou acknowledge ſome 
Nirſbiß to be due to the Son ; at leaſt think it 


not f fanful to pay fuch Warſhip : though you do 


* P. 7, 76. 
T 2 indeed 
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indeed ſcem ta be wavering in this Point. Aud 
Emre Wes L's ieee of 


may fignify to petition, yet in in common Ac: 
. ignified #0 interrogate, ot aſk a Quel- 
tion. And that it fignified ſo hare, I proved 
from what went before, v. 19, &c. and and from 
the Diſciples Anſwer, v. 30. -N us are 
Are that thoy knoweft all things, and needeft ne 
| that any Man ſhould aſe thee h tis 0% 
---And that the Words which follow os 
new gentence, I ſhewed ifrom the ſolemn 
troduCtion, and from the Change of the Way 
from —ipwrjoers - to alrirer·And in "this 
Senſe are the Words underſtood by almoſt all 
the Commentators. And the Reaſons which I 
gave for ſo interp retin them are ng other than 
what had been given before by Dr. Hammond, 
and Dr. Whithy, to whom I referred you. But 
whit Have you to fay to this? 294 will mt deny 


| "1P/ 46 
Love: s 1 that 
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that in this Yaſs the Herd figntfier to 
r aft D gun you te-infÞ" that Hit ts 
mt its whats Significdon "here. 80 that, - this 
ſame, Verb in the! fame has two 
different Senſes, and we are to take it in both. 
And ſo, if I anderſtand you right; we ate here 
fotbid either ta interrwpate, ot to proifion, et 
to make any Application at all to Chi. And 
here again 1 muſt aſk you how you will re- 
coneile this te what you — bo- 
fore, " that the et, after aur Lord's Afton 
fan. might pray is him, as commiſſioned to hean, 
and grant their Petitions. Aud che only Reafon 
you: give for this extraordinary Interpretation, 
4%, that in the Wards follewing our Lord en- 
courgges them to , the Rather: in his Nome, 
without any Mention of biamſelf as. the Object 
of | Prager. Curious Logiek indeed is this! 
Our Lord encourages his Diſciples to a any 
thing of the Feather in bis Name: therefore he 
foxhids them to aſk any thing of himſelf. Such 
Reaſoning as this muſt drive all Opponents to 
their lat ſpits 2 for where thore is no Argument 
thege. can be no Anſwer, and, where there is no 
Diffiecilty, there can be no Solution, But let 
me ee Sir, do We 4 Gu 


® By un les. 5 1 4 


ſage, 


142 A Letter to the Remarker on te 
his Diſciplez—Whatſorver ye ſhall gt in my 
Name, that will I d. -Zut how can he do it, 
it he is not omniſcient? if he cannot know our 
Wants, and we cannot, and muſt not, make 
any Application to him. 1 thought 1 had 
given you a clear. Explication of this Paſſage 
before. The Senſe runs eaſy. Our Saviour's 
-Deſign was to. comfort his Diſciples grieved at 
the News of his Departure. He tells them 
that, though they could not then apply to him 
Feꝛrſodally for Information, yet they would not 
be leſt without Reſource. They would have 
free Acceſs to the Father through his Interceſ- 
ſion; and whatſoever they ſhould aſt the Father, 
in his Name, be would give it them. What 
our Saviour here orders is, that all Prayer to 
the Father ſhould be offered in bis Name : but 
be does not here forbid us to addreſs any Prayer, 
or Worſhip, to himſelf, ' That he is the Obje# 
of Worſhip T have ſhewn at full, both from 
'Scripturty and Antiquity z and have as yet re- 
ceived no Anſwer, either from you, or Mr. 
Lindſey, or any one elſe,” The ſame has been 
ſince proved very ſatisfactorily by my leitned 
Friend the Prefident f Magdalen College. 
And yet you, who are conſiſtent neither 
with Mr, Lindſey, nor with yourſelf, are pleaſed 
n to 


Lene Sorta al hu, 4 
to charge the  Adbonafians, ua you call them,” 
with among themſelves, '* The” 
Souths, (you ſay) the Bennets, the Waterlantls, 
Ge. undertook to explain this inexphicable Doctrine, 
and the Conſequence was, that tbey difagreell . 
utterly in their Explications. But before yo 
threw out this Language, you 
ſhould have conſidered how eaſily the Charge 
might be retorted-· We acknowledge that the" 
Doctrine of the Trinity, and our Lords Inca. 
nation, are Myſteries above our Comprehenſibn, 
and that it is difficult, in treating of them, 16. 
expreſy ourſelves with Precifion, or Propriety. 
And therefore it is not to be wondered at, if 
Perſons agreeing in the main Point have dif- 
fered in their manner of expreſſing themſelves. 
And it has ſo happened that ſome have engaged 
with too much Warmth, and Acrimony, in E 
Defence of their particular Explications. N 
ſometimes, perhaps, there have ben Pam on 
both Sides. 

But pray are you Unitariens at all beter 
agreed ? Be pleaſed to look into Antiquity: 
You may ſee ho little Agreement there was” 
among your Unitarian: from the Beginning: 
Lien held our Loyd to be « mere WOT. 


r | a.p, 12. ne! 5 
T1 of 


5 0 14% —— Betatleton ah 


of Jen And Mary, . Gorimibes held two Pet 
in our hardy a Man eenselved in 
| natural Wey, and Chi, celoſtial Spirit, 
> inferior to God, whieh defended from abo, 
and reſided in the Man Jeſus from bid Baptiſm 
to his. Crucifixion, and then returned where ih 

| K 7 before. 3 —— Thes- 
Reryllass uu e Sameſata, 

We wo ale en 722 
new and ſipgular Opinions of theie wives, Were 
the Arians in Atbang/ur's Time bottet age 
No. Th Members of. thin Seft (ys Mylbrim) 
were divided among themſelves, and "torn tad 
Fattions, — ts) each - other with ehr 
bitter Averfon. Are our dern Au Tini. 


. — Na You 
agree the 


D Glarke (a be — 
ree, 4 . ar UTL AH (a 
2s 8 of the Father's wil but. a 52 
and Power of God, are un (ternal a3. %% Ber. 
thit on. cannot de limited to any dy 


Time, Others held eee bolded 


1 


„e eee den ia b. 09h 0 wo 

'F Myhrin Keel. Hi, Cent. l. O. ll, C. 5. and Author 

quoted by him. ' betlpt, DoRt, Tria P. 47 | 
| tha 


10 


W th, 
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the Worlds, but not from all Eternity. Soci- 
nu and Mr. Lindſey,” maintain that he 
exiſted; till he was: born into the World. Nor 
can-you ugtee what Divinity to aſcribe to him) 
or vrhether any. Some tell us that the Word 
God is only u relative' Term, and fignifies Do- 
minion; Others ſay that the Title Od i. 
given: to bim any ai expreſſive gf ſome Godliks 
Powter : given tu bim iy God 'the Father, * You 
tell us that be. iz Ayl Gad, becauſe be ir trunſa 
condently | the | greateſt\ of. God't Miniſters, and 
unt Gad Vice«Gerent in the Work of 
Creation, and Redemption. Mr. Lindſey holds 
him to he a mere Man, and will not allow him 
to be.ever cu Oed in Scripture. gome of 
you: allow that he created tbe Mi, but only 
by a ute Power : Sorin and / Mr. Lind. 
fey edntend that the Orrerion attributed to him 
is only a ora Creation; @ Reguiation; and Re. 
formation / Mankind,” * Some of you hold 
that he appeared to Moſer, and the Patriarch: 
of old; others ſay-that It was only 6 created 
\Angel, who ſo appeared j Mr. Ling/ty. maln. 
taing\that 17 0 Neid the one ae God, 


dan WAN 5 


„m. F. 4% N „n cio Ky va ln 5. pn 
P, 48, 50. pe Clarke, Ib, P. 281, e. 


»:8&yel, N. 40, (4 nn if he can.] 
* Remarks, P. 69. 1 fegual, Ch IV 
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and that there never exiſted any wifible Repriſens 
tative of the invifible Gad. Nor can you agred 
what Worſhip, ot whether any, is to be paid to 
ch. Dr. Clarke allow the Som to be anvefied 
with diftintt Worſhip in bis own Perſon. Sotinus, 
though he denies the Divinity of the Son, yet 
allows Forfbip'to be dus to him Tou % 
to 'be wevering in this Fol? you. make” a 
#he Son, but at buſt you dv whe ebink it A to 


77455 Warſhip as m bis bigh Office of God's 
may Jwtable: Mr. Lind/ty 
— denier any N ta be dus t0 the 
Sen. nee 
terpretations. you give ut of the Beginning! of 
gt. John's Gol, and how inconſiſtent uu are 
with one andther, and with yourſelves, in er- 
plaining what ja meant by the yd, or Lage 
I may add. that you, and Mr. Lingſey, differ 
widely in your Explication of . almaſt.' every 
Text urged in Proof of our Lord's Diuiniq 
Bo that I may juſtly ſay with Dr. Noi 
that thy \wariour Hergfies, hieb have Gee 
thicScripture Truth, are biut\ the varicus\Wand- 
rings of buman Imagination. Truth is 5 pre and 
uniform, while Error is alngſ infinite.” 8 . 
2 . . + Brpgy 76s Wann 
| e Import, Dolt, Tria. P, 388. 
4 2 5 APPENDIX. 
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75 Anime this Letter, when Mr. 
Sequel to 14 was brought 
1 i hore thoug 10 7004 to delay the Pub- 
Deauen, tilt 1 had wa over this long laboured 
\ Performance, But, on the Peruſal of it, I 


und Reaſon to make but little Alteration id 


what I had OW. Mr. Lindſey writes ind 
wich er wy er, and Modeſty, than 
te is too much Reaſon to 
_ — 4 of great Unfairneſi and Dlüngenulty. 
pleaſed to «oy Siu the ſame Aﬀertions ab 
1700 equal Confidence, without taking 
any Not of what had been ſald in An- 
wer to In. humbly think that both Mr, 
Bingham, und myſelf, bad brought full Proof, 
that religious Worſhip was addrefſed to the Son 
in all Ages from the Apoſtles Days, down to the 
Council of Nice. Mr, Lindſey in his A pology 
had brought no Proof of his 1 $5 ea Aſſer- 
tion, but only a Reference to Dr. Whitby. But 

| what does Dr. Whitby ſay? nothing to his main 
Point, He attempted to prove that the Ante- 
nicene Fathers did not profeſs the ſame Doctrine 

| which we now aſcribe to the Council of Nice. 
But he thought Worſhip due to Chrift : and 
he knew, and acknowledged, that the ancient 
Fathers believed che Pre-exiſtence of (ri l, 
3 1. and 
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2 paid Worſhip to him. I told Mr, L. that 
ry thing that Dr. Mbitiy had ſald had been 
fly far hr by Dr. Waterland, And he is 
eaſed to tell me that it does not become me Ibu 
ung to refign up my Faith to Dr. Waterland. 
A groſs and wilful Miſrepreſentation this,” 

had told him expreſily in the next Page the 
we need not rely on the Authority of Dr. Whitby, 
Dr. Vaterland, or Bp. Bull: þ I brought 
Proof of the Worſhip of Chriſt from moſt of 
the beſt Writers. of the three firſt Centuries. 
To all this he ſays nothing, only that /er them 
Heat of Chriſt in ever ſo bigh . or call bin 
| God, or occaſionally offer ' up 4 to him, 
he is ill Proof againſt Co on For he 
ſays, they take Care akvays to let us know that 
they meant by it no more than à created, inferior, 
dependent God : but of this he neither does, nor 
can, bring any Proof, But, paſſing by all that 
we had alledged, from the moſt early n 
he again calls in the Aid of Origen, and Lac- 
tantius: to both which I had objected as in- 
competent Witneſſes, both becauſe they lived 
not before the third Century; and becauſe they 
were both generally allowed to be haſty, and 
inaccurate, Writers. But he urges again the 
ſame Paſſage from Origen de Oratione, without 

| * Pref, P. xvi. | P. 14. 


looking 
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looking back to what he ſays-in the Words im- 
mediately preceding (though I had pointed it 
| put; to him) where teaches us to addreſs 
qurſelves to. Chriſt, aſter the Example of St, 
Stephen, .,, 1 farther brought ſeveral Paſſages 
from his Book againſt Cel/us, the moſt valuable 
Part of his Works, which ſhew not only that 
he pk Worſhip due to the Sor, but that 
jt was the general Practice of the Criflians in 
his Time, Theſe,too, are paſſed over without 
any Notice: and, yet he has the Aſſurance to 
face us out that the Practice was condemned by 
the more judicious Chriſiians at that Time, Nor 
does Origen i in the Paſſage cited, ſay that rift 
was a Creature of God, one of our Brethren : 
on the contrary he ſeems to en him 
from ll Creatures. * 


© I find the tike/Anfver Given by Dr; Waterland, 1d _ 
P. 40. What you farther cite from the Plece au nde, 
whether Origen's own, or ſolſted in by ſome other Hand, is of 
no Moment in the Caſe, belng clearly contradifted in his Trea- 
tife againſt Cet, which is certainly genuine, and contains 
Origen't laſt and matureſt Thoughts upon the Subject. Do you 
ever find Origen placing the Ses among the—zoamm—in his 
Book againſt Ce{/ur / Doth he not conſtantly diſtinguiſh him 
from them, and ſet him above them, making him — Iz. 


To which we may add tho n principie Epift, ad Corinth. 

ſeribit —= Cum emnibur qui invecant nomen Domini nefri Fein 

Chrifti, eum cujus nome inveeatur, Deu Teſum Chriflum «ft ro- 

an — invocare Dominj nomen, & aderare Deum unum af 

e of. Lib. viii, in Epiſt, ad Rom, e. 10, 1 ä 
t 
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It may perhaps be thought ſcarce: 'worth 
while to vindicato La#antius, But, as this 8 
almoſt the only thing in my Anſwer, which. 
Mr. Linaſey has thought worth his Notice, and 
as we ſhall have here a curious Specimen. of 
his Unfairneſs in Quotation, and his kill in 
evading the Force of an Argument, I ſhall 
conſider; what he has to ſay more fully than it 
deſerves. As to the Paſſage cited, I allowed it to 
be inaccurately, and improperly, expreſſed. But 
T ſhewed, as Mr. Bingham had done before me, 
from the Context, and the whole Tenor of 
Lafilantius's Diſcourſe, that he could mean no 
more than that our Lord, as & was ſent to take 
away 4 Plurality of Gods, and teach that there 
wal only ene God, did not ſet himſelf up as 
another God diſtinct from that one God—alium 
Præter unum. In Proof of this I urged that the 

Title of the preceding Chapter is—=DeFeſu Deo er 
homine—and in that, and other Chapters before, 
Ladlantius frequently calls him God, which 
Mr. Lindſey himſelf allows. And not only 
this, but he applies to him Prophecies, which 
are plainly deſcriptive of the true God. xlv. 
7. 14.—Sureh God it in thee, and there is none 
. . there is no Go. —Hſal. Av. 6 OY Throne; 


"OT" 


Q God, 
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o God, is. for Tuer and everi==And' another; 
quoted from Jeremiah, but to be found in the 
Apecryphal Book of Baruch, iii. 35, 37. N 


is our Gad, and there ſhall no other be accounted 


of in Compariſon of bim. Afterward did bs 
ſhrw himſelf upon Earth, and converſed with 
Men.—And he. tells us that the Prophet J/aiab 
by the Name Emanuel ſignified that Gad "was 
to come uo Men in the. Fleſh. On Peruſal there- 
fore of this Paſſage, and comparing it with the 
Context, I cannot, but conclude ft Lu 
looked upon Chriſt a: God. ON ITT 

But another Paſſage is produced to prove bo 
be means on) em (inferior, created, God : but 
which proves rather the Reverſa. Lafantins 
here tells us that before. the Creation of the World © 
Gd begat bis Son, and afterwards by him created 
innumerable ather Spirits, whom be called Angeli. 
Here is aſſerted in expreſs Terms the Pre-ex- 
iltence of the Son: and he is diſtinguiſhed from 
all Greatures. All other Spirits, were crrated t 
the, Son wal, begotten, not made. In the latter 
Clauſe Mr. Lindſey is pleaſed to foiſt in the 
Werde a little Word, but which: quite 
alters the Senſe- It implies a Compariſon; 46 
if In \ What others alſo excelled, he Son excelled 
l. But in dhe Original it is a poſitive Aſ- 

_ without any Compariſon —bunc tamen 


folum 
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ſolum primogenitum divini nominis appellatione 
dignatus eff, patrid ſcilicet virtute ac majtſtate 
pollentem.—This his Firfi-born alone he honoured 
with the Name of God, as he was mighty in his 
Fathers Power and Majeſiy.— Such Expreſſions 
as theſe are ſurely too high for any Creature. 
And a little after Lacłantius applies to Chrift, 
a Verſe from the S:by/line Oracles.—Avroy vdr 
eywiirxs Otoy O18 you — _ 4 
e being the Son of God. - | 
Once more. I had charged Mr. Linge) 
with quoting from Lacfantiur an Objection 
made to the Chriftians by the Heathens, and 
leaving out his Anſwer which followed immedi- 
ately after, and was pointetl full and fits 
againſt him, and proved not only eee 
himſelf believed that Chr;ff was 25 God, and 
that Worſhip was due to him as fuch, but that 
this was the Doctrine, and the Practice, of 
the Church in his Time. '* But what ſays Mr. 
Z. to this? Does he deny be Charge of quot 
ing the Objection, and Row out the Anfwer? 


|: Ip the Rüben er Lid — An 
1548. it is—eternum & mortalem D. -und ſo it is in ſome 


others. But other Editions read—aftrrum mortalem 
1 ſhalt not diſpute which is the true Reading: I own that ! 


prefer the latter, arne 
* ene 100 


No. 


— 
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No. But after fome little Altercation about x 
various Reading, he flubbers over Lactuntiur: 
Anſwer, and endeavours to diſguiſe it by ſuck 
a: Tranſlation, or Paraphraſe, as is not exfilyto 
be parallelled. Lacfantius ſays, that it was ob. 
jected: to the Chritians that they worſhipped two 
Gods, God the Father, and God the Son. * Lacs 
tantius on the does not deny, but 
own, that they called the Father God, and the 
Son God: but (ſays he) we do not call them 
different Gods, nor do wwe ſeparate the one from 
the other: bee 


the. Son, nor can.the Sou be: ſiparated' from the 
Failer. Sinca therefore the Father makes the 
Sum, and rhe Son the Father, there is one Mind, 
a Shirit; one Subflance to both;:—And in the 
following part of the Chapter he ſets forth the 
Divinity: aſ the Son, and the. Worſbip due to 
him, in very plain Terme, ® as I have already 
ſhewn. But Mr. Lindſey camot fee the. Co- 
eternity, or Conſubtantiality,- of the Son. in this 
Paſſage. And he is pleaſed to tranſlate. the 


um dicimue Deum Patrem & Deum Filium, non diver- 
ſam dicimus, nee utrumque ſecernimus 1 quis; nee Patet ſing 
Filig. eſſe . poteſt; nee Filius a Patre ſecerni.— Cum igitue & 
Pater Flllum fagit, & Filjus Patrem, una-utrique mens, unus 
Spiritus, una ſubſtantia eſt. 
t P. 136, 


x 2m. 


auſe the Father could not be without / 


| e | 
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latter Clauſe - una utrique meus, unus Spiritus, 
una Sublantia ęſi. being of the ſame Mind 
and Diſpoſition, and alſo deriving bis Subſtance, 
i. e. bis Being and Powers from him—and then 
he adds a farther Explication, not warranted 
by the Original. A Man who can conftrue— 
una Subſtantia eſt — deriving his Subſtance from 
him—is, I am afraid, incapable of Conviction 
by any thing that I can add. If he cannot ſee 
Conſubſtantiality in this Expreſſion, I cannot 
but think, with Mr. Bingham, that he muſt 
wilfully ſhut his Eyes. * Beſides he wholly paſles 
over what J laid the principal ſtreſs upon. He 
had aſſerted, and ſtill continues to maintain, 
that it was the uni ver ſal Practice of the Cbriſ 
tian Church for the three firſt Centuries to addreſs 
religious Worſhip only to God the Father, and 
not to Chriſt, and had brought this very Paſſage 


in Proof of it. To this, among many other 
things, which ſtill continue - unanſwered, and 


are, I preſume, unanſwerable, I urged that the 


k Mr, Lind/ey tells us that he borrowed this curious Quota» 
tion from one Ben Mordecai, I have been ſeverely cenſured for 
ſpeaking contemptuouſly of this moſt learned Perſon, Re- 
marker, P. 179. I ſaid that I e him to be one of their 
own Fraternity, who perſonated a Jew, the butter to attack the 
Doctrius of the Trinity, And now I find my Suſpicions verified, 
Mr, Lind/ey owns the 'Truth,-Seg, P. 298, I muſt deſire to 
be excuſed if I pay no regard to this P/oudo- Ben Mordecat. 


Heathen 
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Heathen of thoſe Times perpetually charged the 
Chriſtians with worſhipping a dead Man, and 
that the Chriſtian Apologi/ts, and particularly 
Origen, and Laclantius, inſtead of denying the 
Charge, vindicated the Practice by alledging 
that Chriſt was God, one God with the Father. 
What a ſhuffling Writer then have I to deal 
with, who, forgetting the main Point in queſ- 
tion, ſtill continues to inſiſt on a crude Expreſ- 
ſion, or two, of theſe inaccurate Writers, in 
Oppoſition not only to their own Doctrine, but 
to their full Teſtimony to plain Matter of 
Fact? But he ſtands convicted by the Suffrage 
of all Antiquity, and by the Evidence of the 
very Witneſſes, which he produces. 

* In another Place he would fain preſs Juin 
Martyr into his Service. And here again we 
are referred to Dr. Whitby, who has evinced 
even to a Demonſtration that Juſtin was an Arian, 
I beg leave in return to refer him to my Vindi- 
cation of the Doctrine of the Trinity, where, 
though I pretend not to Demonſtration, I humbly 
think, I have brought ſufficient Proof that 
Juſtin held the Pre-exiſtence, the Eternity, and 
the True Divinity of the Son of Gd. Nay 
our Author himſelf owns that Juſtin believed 


1 P. 400. * Pt, 111. P. 28, &c, 1p. zog. 
X 2 | that 


, declares, 
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that our Lord appeared to Moſes, and the Pas 
rriarebs, and charges him with catching of 
Straus to ſupport this Point, What then has 
he to produce from Fuftin in his 'Favour? 
Little, or nothing. A Paſlage is alledged from 
his Dialogue with Trypho the Jaw, which 'ſets 
forth that our Lord took upon him human 
Nature, and became one of aur Brethren like 
unto us: but not one Word can I find that 
or intimates, that he was God onhy in us 
inferior Senſe. Not long before Fuſtin tells 
us that he, who was the Son of God, and exiſte 
before all Creation, was born of a Virgin, and 
became Man: and then in the following Pages 
he ſets forth his human Nature. 'The Doctrine 
taught here throughout is the ſame with that of 
the Nicene Creed, that he, who was God of God, 
was incarnate by the Holy Ghoſt of the Virgin 
Mary, and was made Man. And accordingly 
in the very Page before the Paſſage cited, Juin 
ſays that he, uvbo was the Only-begotten of the 
Father of the Univerſe, the Word and Pour. 
id\us—properly and PP begotten | of bim, 
afterwards became Man born of a Virgin. | 

To the Paſſage from Juſſin, where he calls 
the Father the Lord of all things alle, and 


" P. 325. Ed. Par, P. 296, Ed, Thirtb, 


of 
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of Chriſt himſelf, I have already anfweroel, 
that the Primitive Fathers, conſtanfly held that 


Chriſt's mediatorial Office, commenced fromm 


the Creation, or at leaſt from the Fall, and that 
his Appearances to the Patriarchs of old were 
Preludes to his Manifeſtation afterwards in the 
- Fleſh, and that in all of them he acted, as his 
Fathers Minifter, and Meſſenger, who in this 
Reſpe& was his Lord, and Superior, And in 
the Words almoſt immnediately following, Ju- 
tin tell us that, be nubo appeared a- Man, and 
Angel. wwas Lord and God, being the Son of 
God. And ſoon after he ſays that, i415 Power 
was begotten of the Father, by bis Power, and 
Will, but not by Seflion, as if the Subflance 'of 
the Father was divided. And the ſame Doctrine 
he delivers in many other Places. 

But the moſt extraordinary Quotation of all 
is that, where inſtead of Ju/tin's Sentiments, he 
gives us Trypho's Objection. Trypbo it ſeems, 
thought it aftoniſhing, and ridiculous, to ſuppoſe 
Chrift to be.a God prenexifling before the World, 
and afterwards to condeſcend to become a Man. 
The very Obje&ion fuppoſes that Jufin did 
hold that Chriſt pre-extfied before the World. 


* Vindic, Pt. 111, P. 43. o P. 357. ed. Par, 
» See my Vindic, p. 31, end fee alſo Bu// Def. Fid. Nie. 
Sect. II, e. lv. n. 3, 4+ 
And 
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And fo he does aflert over, and over. * He 
calls Chriſt the God of Abraham, Iſaac, and 
Jacob, the God and Lord of Hoſts, to whom 
David aſcribes Worſhip, and Glory. Pal. xxiv. 
xcvi. and, the God, whoſe Throne is for ever and 
ever, * who exiſted before the Morning-Star, and 
| the Moon. And he afterwards reſumes the 
ſame Subject, and proves that Chriſt appeared 
to the Patriarchs, and that he was God before 
the Creation of the World. * And he proves, 
from the Pſalms, that Chriſt exiſted from all 
Eternity, and is God, and the Objef? of Warſhip. 
And why did our Author omit Juſin's Anſwer 
to this Objection of Typo? becauſe it is too 
applicable to himſelf. ? I know thot this ſeems 
ſtrange, eſpecially to thoſe of your Nation, who will 
not underſtand, nor practiſe, the things of God. 
Mr. Lindſey may eſteem Juſtin a very indiffe- 
rent Interpreter of the Jewiſh Scriptures ; but 
what becomes of his bold Aſſertion that Juſtin, 
if ever he called Chriſt God, did it in an inferior, 
ſubordinate Senſe, and that he had no Idea of bis 
being the Object of Worſhip ? And what muſt 
we think of a Writer who quotes an ancient 
Author for an Objection, and ſuppreſſes the 


P. agg, „P. 334 P. 2% P. 264. P. 27. 
4 p. 186, 137. Ur TLUE 9 80. 9 167. 


s P, 306. 
| Author's 


* 
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Author's Anſwer to the Objection? What muſt 
we think of one who alledges Proofs, which 
carry their own Confutation along with chem 
on the very face of them? 

But I muſt not paſs by a moſt curious Chap- 
ter, wherein Mr. Lindſey diſplays great Learn- 
ing in examining the Teſtimony of the Apoſtolical 
Fathers: but to what Purpoſe I cannot tell, 
unleſs it be moſt effectually to confute himſelf 
Not one of them ſpeaks his Sentiments: —_ the 
direct contrary, +» 

As to St. Barnabas *, the firſt Paſſage pro- 
duced runs thus For unleſs Chrift had come in 
the Fleſh, how ſhould we Men have been ſaved 
bebolding him ? For thoſe, who look upon the Sun, 
which is the Work of his Hands, and ſhall here- 
after ceaſe to be, are not able to endure ſtedfaftly 
to look againſt the Rays of it.— The Latin Tranſ- 
lation omits tbe Work of bis Hand. The Greek 
Original aſcribes the Work of Creation to Chrift : 
both that and the Tranſlation teach the Doctrine 
of Cbriſts Incarnation, and Pre-exiflence in 
Glory and Splendor far ſuperior to that of Ye 
Sun : in direct Contradiction to Mr, Lindſey, 
who holds him to have been only a OR di- 
vinely commuſion'd, 


—— 


e 418, Barnes, Epiſt, 9. v. 
In 
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In another Naſſage, cited hy our Author, 
> Barnabes: quotes: Gem: il 26. where. we: read 
that God ſaid, Let us make: Man in an Image, 
after our Likeneſs : and: ſays that the» Rather 
ſpake this:th-the Sam: And bern again the Lattn 

Tranſlation omits: this: Circumftance; But then 

tha ſame Tranflation in the th Section, which 

in wanting in the Greek, calls Ghri/t: the. Lord of 
the. whole Barth, and ſays that the. Father ſpuke 
theſt Words to him before: the Beginning: of' the 

World. What clearer Teſtimony can we deſire 

to the Bternity and Divinity of the. Son of God ? 

This Text, as I.obſervidi before in my Anſwer 

to Mr. Lindſey, is: brought in Proof of ow 

Derd's Divinity. by other ancient Writers, and 

particularly. by. JwWin Martyr, who: lived: not 

long after Barnabas. He obſerves that the 

Niura ! Number Let us. ny denotes a 

Plaraltty , intelligent ' Agents, Now can' it bt 

fad: (adde he) that God: puke this ts the Angels, 

or that Man was created by the- Angoli. But tht 
true of God: the» Father ca- cui with 
thr Nate, before- alt: Creatures, and with him 
the. Father bere-bolds Diſcourſe, And in andther 
Place he ſays that ſach-Words ./ not admit of 


@ figurative Interpretation, as ſome-Sophyfhirs have 


d $ea, vi, Pr 19 6 P, 6, 4-Digh, eum F7yp4, P · abs, 
* 359- 


' attempted 
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attempted to expound them, who are not able either 
to ſpeak, or underfland the Truth, One of theſe 
Sophifters Mr. Lindſey ſeems to be, who tells us 
that Barnabas is here ſpeaking of @ moral, or 
Spiritual Creation. He does indeed ſpeak of 2 
mew Creatioh: but he quotes theſe Words, as 
| {ſpoken by God the Father at the Creation of 
Mankind, and ſays they were addreſi'd to the Son. 
And if fo, he muſt believe the Son to be God 
alſo, exiſting before all Creation. But it was bis 
Cuſtom to force a myſtick allegorical Senſe upon the 
Scriptures of the Old Tefiament. Why then is he 
cited? Not a ſingle Sentence can be produced 
from this whole Epiſtle any way favouring our 
Apo Sentiments, If his Teſtimony is of 
any Value, it is point blank againſt him. As 
to the Epilogue at the End of the Latin Tranſ- 
lation, it aſſerts of Chriſt, that all things were 
made by bim, and for him, and aſcribes all MHon- 
our, and Glory, to bim. But this I lay no Streſs 
on, not being ſatisfied of the Antiquity of this 
Tranſlation, The Greet Original is certainly of 
great Antiquity, * It is quoted by Clemens of 
Alexandria, as the Work of Barnabas the 
Apoſtle : and it bears ſufficient Teſtimony to the 
Belief of our Saviour Divinity in thoſe early 
Ages, | 


© Strom, Lib, I. P. 373. 410. & allbl, 
Y 


The 
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The Book called the Shepherd of Hermaris 
alſo of great Antiquity, and is quoted by the 
ſame Clemens and other ancient Writers. Hermas 
alſo bears full Teſtimony to the Divinity of our 
Saviour. He tells us (agreeably-to the Doc» 
trine of Barnabas and other ancient Writers) 
that. the San 15 more ancient than any Creature, 
inſomugh that he was in Council — bis Father 
at the Creation of the Morid.— And not long after 
he adds, The Name of the Son is great, and 
tvithout Bounds : and the whole World is ſupported 
by it y, and every Creature of God is ſuſtained by 
his Sen. But we are told that Hermas is one 
that profeſſedly. deals in Vifions and Similitudes. 
This is however plain Doctrine, and what he 
could never have delivered, even in Viſun or 
: Parable, if he had not believed the Eternity of 
the Son of Ged. But, it ſeerns, uben be ſpeaks 
plainly, he gives Almighty God no affiſtant Council, 
or Aſſeciate, in framing the World, How ſo! 
He calls upon us to believe that there is ane 
God, who created all things, And fo we all 
profeſs to believe when we repeat the Nicene 
Creed. Whether there be three Perſons in the 
Unity of this Godbead, as Hermas does not here 
af ſo neither does he deny. Trenæus, who 


© Lib. iii, Sim, ix. S, 12, b. 8. 14, 1 Sequel, p. 439. 
* P. 441, K Lib. ii, Mand, Is m Lib, iv. 37. 
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Mr. L. very unluckily here refers us to, quotes ? 
this Paſſage, but he never underſtood that 
Hermas, by aſcribing the Creation of all things 


to the One God, meant to exclude the Son. For 


in the Sentence immediately preceding this 
Quotation he tells us that the Sen, and the Holy 


. 


Spirit were with God uben be created all things, 


and that 2 ſaying,” Let us make 


Man after our Image, &c. And that Hermat 
was in the. ſame Sentiments appears from the 
above Quotations. 

As to the Teſtimony of St. Clement Biſhop if 
Rome, it has been already, I hope, ſufficiently - 


confider'd; and ſo has the Epiſtle of the Church 
of. Smyrna. As to Polycarp's Epiſtle to the 
Philippians, Mr. Lindſey has brought nothing 
from thence any way to his Purpoſe, unleſs we 
will allow that to diſtinguiſh the Sen from the 


Father, and to give Titles of Pre-eminence to 


the Father expreſſive of that Diſtinction, is to 


deny the Divinity of the Son. ? On the contrary, 
both the - Paſſages 
directly againſt 


produced by him prove 
him, In the Firſt the Holy 


Martyr prays for Grace and Peace jointly rum 
God the Father, and the Lord Jeſus Chrift. * In h 


n cap. 2. Seck. I. cap. 2. 


See above, P. 97. P. 133. ? Sce Bull Def, Fid. Nie. 
Sect. il. cap. 3. 1 Se. i. r Sect. xil, 
©Y the 
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the other he calls aur Lord Jeſus chriſt thi 
cternal High Prigf,, and prays that the Farlur, 

and the, Sen of God Chriſt | Feſus, would build 
_ them up in Faith and Truth. This, as I obs. 
ſery'd before, is not only a pious Wiſh, but a 
Prayer to the Son jointly with the Father; and 
_ repreſents him, as well as the Father,” to be the 
Giver of all good Gifts. And at his Paſſion, as. 
we have already ſeen, he addreſs'd- a Doxalogy 
to the San jointly with the Father. * There 
is another Paſſage in this Epiſtle, where Poly- 
carp thus expreſſes himſelf ;—For ue are all in 
the Sight of our Lord and Gad, and mul | 
before the Judgmeni- Seat of Chriſt, and fhalt: 
every one give an Account of himſelf; Let tis 
therefore ferve bim with Fear, and with godly. 
Reverence, or be himſelf bath commanded—Chriff 
is plainly the Perſon ſpoken of throughout; and: 
we are taught that all things are manufeſt in bis 
Sigbt, and from thence are exhorted to ſerve. 
him with Fear, and godly Reverence. And this 
will receive Confirmation from a parallel Paſſage 
in Inatius's Epiſtle to the Ephefans. There is 
nathing hid from the Lord, but even dur Secrets. 
are nigh unto him. Let us therefore do all things 
as having him dwelling in us, that we may be bis 


Aw. p. 1% el. vii Sed. av, 
Ty RE. © © 
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Temple, and he may be our God. — That Chrift is 
here ſpoken of is manifeſt,” not only from tho 
Word Lord—by which Inatius uſually denotes 
our Saviour, but from the whole aum 
which relates to him. 5 

But the Teſtimony of Ignatius comes ns 
to be oonſider d. And this is, I think, the 
moſt extraordinary Part of this curious Chapters 
* I had produced ſeveral Paſſages from [gnatiurs 
Epiſtles, wherein he aſſerts in plain Terms the 
Divinity of Chriſt. What has he to ſay to theſe 
Proofs ? Nothing. Can he deny the Truth of 
my Quotations? No. Can he deny the Perti- 
nence of them, or put any other Senſe on theſs 
plain Paſſages? No. Has he, ot can he produceany 
one Paſſage in theſe Epiſtles denying our Lord's 
Divinity, or favouring his own Sentiments? No; 
not ang. All he can ſay on this Head is, that na- 
tius frequently afſerts that Chriſt was really and 
truly a Man: and ſo do both the Nicene, and 
Athanafian Creeds, What then has he to ſay ? 
We laue two Gipies of theſe Epifles : the larger; 
allowed by all to br much corrupted, the ſmaller = 
more genuine ; but theſe too may have rectiv'd 
Alterations, \ But how ſhall we diſcover theſ& 
Interpolations ? There are ſome Paſſages in the 


larger Copy ſtrongly expreſſive of ot Ladd 


* p. 443. a 


Divi- 
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Divinity, which are allowed to be Interolations, 
en not being found in the leſſer Copy; and 

therefore every thing in theſe leſſer, and genuine 
Epiſtles, which teaches the ſame Doctrine, 
muſt be erg d too. And thus by one bold 
Stroke we get rid at once of the Teſtimony of 
 Jynatiws, But it is pleaſant to remark that the 
learned Mr. Vbiſton contended for the Genuine= 
neſs of theſe larger Epiſtles; and that, becauſe 
he thought they favour'd Arianiſin more than 
the leſſer Copy. And now Mr. L. diſcards, or 
alters both at pleaſure, becauſe he can make 
neither of them ſpeak his Sentiments. But if 
this Evaſion fails, Ignatius, we are told, is 4 
Writer, whoſe Style abounds with big ſwelling 
Figures of Rheterick, and Alluſions to the myſtick 
oriental- Philoſophy : and therefore is not to be 
depended on, when in plain Terms he calls 
Chriſt our God, and deſires the Brethren to pray 
unto Chriſt for him; If he calls him the eternal 
| Wird of God, and ſays that be exiſted with the 
Father before all Ages, it is to. be interpreted of 
the Deſign and Decree of Almighty God, in which 
Senſe all Men are eternal; and we all of. 
us, Mr. Lindſey and I myſelf, exifted with. 
God before all Ages. However, if no other. 
Way will do, we need not ſeruple to ſay that. 
Nel 1 far deviated from the ey" 1 
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Cbriſt, and bit Apoſtles... I think we need not 
deſire a fairer Confeſſion that this 
Father was no Friend of his. And what be- 
comes then of his bold Afertions, ” that tbe 
whole Chriſtian Church in the Apoſtolick Age was 
entirely Unitarian * ; that all Chriſtian People 
for upwards of three hundred — after 5 
were generally Unitarians, what. is now 
either Arian, or Socinian? and that it war the 
univerſal Praftice of the Chriſlian Church, with 
little or no Variation, for the three fin Centurier, 
to addreſs religious Warſhip only to the Father Þ 
Theſe groundleſs Aſſertions, as he can no way 
defend, ſo is he not ingenuous enough to retract, 
But 1 ſhall readily. acknowledge, that ſome 
learned Men have charg'd the Ante-Nicene 
Father with favouring Ariani/m, and they were 
not without ſome prauſible Pretences for ſuch 
Charge, though theſe Pretences have been fully 
obviated. But if this were true, it would not 
ſerve our Apelggiſts turn. For it is univerſally 
allowed, and Mr. Z's own Quotations fully 
prove, that they held the Pre-exiſtence of Chr 
before his Incarnation, and addreſs'd religious 
Worſhip to him. Our Apolngiſt tell us, that 
Dr. Clarke was 7 by his 2 the 


een . 84. 
| Sequel. p. 332+ See Index, p. 502. 


ſame 
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ane Oplalon held Dr. Aby, Mr. Wifr, 


| Whit I have ſaid before in my 
Bd not many 


Bp. Clayten; and even the learned and able Ben 


 Mirdecai—Theſe. too were all Wor/eippert 'of 


Chriſt. And ſo was Arins, and all the different 
gects of his Followers. And ſo was Sarin 
hurnſelf, though he denied Chrit's Precexiſtente, 
Mr. L. eas Itold him before, has, I believe; the 
Honour of being the Author of the firſt gect 
who called themſelves Chriſtiqns,'and yet denied 
that any Mounſdip was due to Chriſt; and his 


8 F 


n was omitted. 

ut our Apolugiſt besehen u 
Ancient Fathers takes Care to put us in Mind 
that it it by the Scriptures. alone' that theirs, and 
ail other Opinion, concerning Gbriſt are to be 


tried. Herein I agree entirely with him: but 


then I bumbly think that his Opinions have 


— already weighed in the Balance of the Sanc- 


Iuery, and found wanting. And therefore I hope 
I may be reaſonably excus'd from purſuing the 
Matter any further, till he has firſt replied to 
Anſwer to him. 
I-refered him alfo to a Treatiſe of mine, pub- 
Years ſince entitled a Vnuica- 
1 of the Dotiritie of the Trinity, in Anſwer to 
then Bp. of Clghber, whether this ever came 


18 Anw. P. 163. * '8equel, p. #14). ly. 


for the Di 
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to Hie Hands, ot whether he thought it not 
worth hit Notice; T kei ht: I cannot fh, 
u he dees of Dr: Whithy's Book, that i It fo M 
per un tür Stall ih London, 1 
ſuppoſe it may be bad by Enquity at the Book- 
ſellers, In pon whore pes Mr. 
Lingfty way find, if he pleaſes, eve 
he has advahc d, Ufwer d, or obviated; 1 778 
beg leave alſd to reſer Baie Ser- 


mon by the worthy Prefident of Magdalen Gd 


Er, where he may find the Worſhip » 
Bleſſed Saviour vindicated, and eftabliſh'd, 8 
front and ig 4 In as füll a Map. 


ner, a5 the Cbmpaſt of h a Diſcourſe 2 
Thate has firice been publiſh d 4 P/en 


nity of ou Lord Yeſus Chrift by Vir, 
Nos /n, one of out diſſenting Brethren, fraught 
with ſoumd Speech 2 — be bnd. and 
ſetting forth the Difficulties, Which all thoſe 
muſt be dtiven to Who deny our Lord's Divi- 


ty, in the moſt plaln, clear, and convinci 
Manner. After "ah, 


„ what do he 
Profy Hom 5 


Pr amdunt PLA e hay 
Wr One only God. And ſo we 


all, T hope, believe. But thit there cannot be 

W Pepſi 7, Unity of M Godbead be has 
8 nor W ted to prove. This he all 
0c Whit He maintains, that 


7 Oorft, 


* 


= 
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Crit is nor che ſelf exiſtent. Being: And who 
ſays that he. is? N Go lah 
„ of God, begotten of bis Father before all Warlds, 
very God of pery Gad. We believe alſo a Diſe 
tinction of Perſons in the ; Godbead, and a Subor- 
dination of the Son to 2 Father. We farther 
own, that Chrift, in his human Nature, and 
With regard to his mediatorial Capacity, was 
inferior tothe kalle. and acted as his Dale. 
gate, and Meſſenger. Aud this is all that the 
Seriptures alleag d by him prove. This has 
been already ſhewn, and the ;Proofs from Scrips 
ture of our Lord's Divinity have been laid be- 
fore him. But it is in vain to produce Proofs 
from Scripture to a Man, who by ſome fare d 
Interpretation can explain away the cleareſt 
Texte —It may ſuffice to conſider two or. three 
Inſtances of the ſtrange Liberty, which he takes 
in interpreting Scriprares.s: wr | 

81. Yabn, in the Beginning of hls Gel tall 
us that the Word wa: with God, and. that the 
Word ua Ged: and ſoon after ho ſays, that (be 
Ward wat made Fleſh, A common Reader would 
uriderfiand this to ignify, that as our Sewn 
appear'd in the Fig, and was truly Men, ſo 
before bil Jxcarngtion he was truly God i eſpeci- 
ally as our Lord 1s call d by the ſame Bt, Pin 


ad ee 
4 


* 
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bd, Nb. lx. 13. * And thus "have the 
Words been commonly” underſtood from the 
firſt Ages of 'Chriftianity to this Day. But Mr. 
Linaſey would perſuade us chat the Nord, ot 
Logos, is no Peron. In his " Apology he told 
us that the Mrd was nothing but 4 Deferiptian 
in the Hebrew way of God bimſelf. n to 
this: senſe of the Expreſion, St. Jahn muſt 
be fuppos ck here to ay that in 2 
was God himſelf, and Gad himſelf was with 
am God bimſelf was God. He has now — 
out another Evaſioh. © The Word, we art told, 
in Griet fignifiet Reaſon, or Wiſdom : and he hat 
alledged two or three Paſſages from the Old = 
tambnt, "where, as he ſuppoſes,” the Word of God 
has this Signification,” But in neither of theſe 
Plates tv the Word to be underſtood in this 
genſe . The Text” FU. xxxill, 6, - the 
Word of the L O R D were the Heavent m - 


tas by forme uncſent Interpreter been pound | 


dee Wals fully e Papers above, p. 74, te. and 

In my Viadle, p. ga, Ke. where Mid this Interpretation of the. 
Text before us bs vindicated, f p. ty , N. 116, Ke. 
* Iren, L. I. 1 19. L. Hl. e. 9. 001 contr. Neot e. II. 
p. 14. Veel. adv. Prov. ©. 5. rer ZN. 
Prap. Rveng. L., vi e. 18, L. I. $644: dee Matera 
dermong, p. 70. And the ſame Fathers, Interpret, Prov, vll. of 
the Gon of God, 900 Watrrland's Sermons, v. 2% my Vindie» 


my p. 431 &e, 
& A&A ed 


ya A. PP. E N. 5 ** 


ed. of the, Soy of Gad 1 ſhould rather think that | 
the P/almift refers to Gen. i, 3G. ſaid. Lr 
there be Light and there as Light. ' Avto 
. Pal, cv. 19. the Nord of the Lord fignifies the 
prophetical Word of Joſeph : and accordingly in 
2 int Verſion it is tranſlated . A 
r xτν. Nor does -A ever, as I remenme 
ber ſignify. } ſdom in Scripture, This Toterpre» 
tion is indeed no dew ons. It was devis'd by 
the Sabellans of old, and iu d of late Vears by 
Mr. Le Clerc, and adopted by. Mr. Lordwer t 
* and is Fully eoniuted (by Dr. Waterlond, at it 
had been. long before. hy Ones.” Fare 
ace, 100 e 
, Hut let wa ſes what Senſe dhe 


—— Vie os Gad—How. 40 
8 to he N NN 
gure, becauſe he Ged nia Puig | 
off! 16 % Lowe becauſe 15 aboundeth in Love and 
Merey., But to ſay that Love 4. Cd, or that 
Wiſdom vt Gad is a Phraſeology I never met 
with, | Beſides it makes à double Tautology. 
Miſam was in the, Beginning with God, and God 
was whe, And.thep we. have it again zapented. 
8 * germon on Job, J. 3 
e 20, 1. e, 
1. 2 8 | 
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— wer in the Biginning with Go 
* What follows, if underſtood of à Perſon," fs 
plain, and eaſy Every oommon Reader will 
' underſtand that out Soviaur is the Perſon bers 
ſpaken of; that he cxiſted yu the Boginning, 
and that al things were created by bim, and chat 
he came to give Lyfe, and impart Knowledge 
to Mankind, It requires no fmall Skill to give 
8 different Senſe to the Wards, * And by « 
little Knowledge of the Hereſſes, which then 
prevail'd,, w ſhall act only ſee the Meaning; 
bat hell he alle to.account for the Reaſon, and 
Proptisty of every Expreſſion. Again, what 
follows after v. 7th plainly denotes a Peron, 
Joon" cams 10 bear Witngſt of the Light=oWhat, 
ar who, did he come 4e dear Witngſs to? Ig 
Chriſty, 15, 34 -b ili. 46. Again, A= 
was not that Light,»—The Evangoif can not 
be ſuppos d to maan that Ja us not the Wife 
dam of C The Word Late muſt here de- 
note a „And by that Perſon we are here 
told that ch War(d was made, by the ſame whom 
Jobn cams to bror Witneſt te, And here Me. 
Liidſey. and his Principel Le Querc are greatly 
diſtceſs'd. This—aing—is ſometimes H 


and ſometimas— 9. Whõm Jabs bart 


® Ser above p. 77. Waterland, Import. Doct. Trin. p. 254, &. 
* See above, 5. Bt, , Segvel, p. 134. 
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Wrtneſi to, was the promis'd Meſfiab': but 
Sbe— i ſiam. made the World. Again v. 14. 
that is, ſays Mr. Lindſey, the Wiſdom of God ref 
inthe Man Chrift Jeſus —But by what Rules of 
Grammar, or 'Criticiſm, can ra iyinre—be 
conſtrued—refiding in a Man? It follows,—and 
we bebeld his Gry the Glory of the A 
the Glory 'as of the Only=begotten of the Father 
But be divine Attribute of Wiſdom could not be 
aid to be begotten of God, much leſs to be hit 
Org. begotten. The Terms Fathcr and Son plainly 
denote, two diſtinct Perſons, / But here Mr. L. 
ſhuffles. He would tranſpoſe the Words; and 
would join the Expreſſion «&y} red mary from 
the Father with the Word Gry, which 8t. Fob 
joing, with—Onfy-begotten-Tf this were allow- 
ed him, yet he cannot deny that our Saviour is 
here call'd tbe Only-begorten : und if fo, he muſt 
be the Perſon ſpoken of throughout the Verſe, 
the Logos, or Word; and that Word war God. 
But we are told that==ueywyreeſignifies only 
moft beloved, Iſaac, it ſeems; l called Abraham's 
Only=begotten Son, But why ? not becauſe he 
was his -b, Son, but becauſe he Was 
really his on) San by his Wife Sarab, the: Heir 
of” the Promiſe, The Word — Ae al- 

Le. Il. 18. will, 43, he. 389. 
ways 
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—— Strigfure, und 1 believe in other Au- 
thors, Ggnifies an only-btgorten Son. Our Aa- 
ui goes no further than this 14th Verſtd. 
What follows is plainly relative to the Perſon of | 
Jau Chrift, who again at the 18th 'Verſs Is 
called the" Only-begotten Son, ' which it in the 
Boom of 'the Father. ' And in another Place 
St. John tells us that God ſont bis Only-begotten 
Son. into the World. He was therefore /be ' Son 
of God, before he was ſent into the World: and 
the, Title of Onh«begotten Sm! plainly diſtin> 
guiſhes him from all Creature. 

L have had frequent Occaſion to obſerve whit 
an Injury it is to the ſacred Writers to ſuppoſe 
them to expreſs thetnſelves in ſuch an ambigu- 
ous, and figurative Style. This holds ill more 
ſtrongly againſt our Apologi/f't Scheme. If e 
Chrift had been a mere Men commiſſion'd by 
God, no tolerable \Reaſon cn be given why 8, 
Pon ſhould prefix this pompous IntroduRioti 
to — — — It ſutely would have been ſuffl- 
to ſay— ber wer @ Man ſont from God, 
— bear Witneſt to the promit'd Meſiuh 
And there wis'atiother Man, the "Son" of 
Joſeph and Mary, who way endowed with a 
greater Meaſure of Wiſdom and 'Gra&, and 


7 3. John iv, 9 «See alſo Joh, Ul. 16, 19. „See Bull 
— bg. Cath, e. . Prar/on on the Creed, p. 105, Ke. 


who 
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| who came to make a more perfect Revelation 
of Ged's Will. Or if the Evengelif had thought 
8 peak of the Cum of the World 
x. aſcrib'd it to ſome inferiour Being, he 
would not have ſo expreſs'd himſelf as would 
naturally lead Men into the very Error he is 
ſuppos d to combat. For it has been generally 
inferr'd from this very Paſſage that our Loyd 
was the Creator of all things i and yet Mr. 
Lindſty would perſwade us that he was a mere 
Man who never exiſted before he was born 
into the World, In the poetical, and propheti- 
cal, Parts of Scripture we often meet with lofty, 
and figurative and our Lord him- 
ſelf was ſometimes oblig d by the Prejudice of 
the Jem to ſpeak to them in Proverbs, and Pu- 
rables. But when the Geſþe/ was fully publiſh'd 
it was ſurely Time to u pldinly, Nor can 
we ſuppoſe that St. Jobn ſhould preface a plain 
' hiſtorical Relation of our Savisur' Actions on 

Earth with ſuch a myſtical Preface, as could 
anſwer no End, but to puzzle, and miſtead 
Mankind. As to what Mr. L. has offrr' d in 
Support of his Interpretation, it may be ſuffi- 
cient to refer to what I have ſaid before in theſe 


t Job. xvi. 25. 


Papers, 


APPENDIX nm». 


Papers, and in my Vindication, where I appre= 
hend all he has ſaid is fully obviated. 

Another plain Text which our Apologiſt Hus 
ſtrangely miſinterpreted is Job. viii. 58—=Befdr# 
Abraham was I am. Here the Remarykey has 
employed à great deal of Learning to ſhew that 
the Preſent Tenſe it a Tenſe of all Times, and is 
often us'd to expreſs the paſt Time. But this 
is all loſt upon Mr. Lindſey, He chooſes to 
adopt the Interpretation of Secimur,” and tells us 
that when Chr ſaid I am be, he did not mean 
that be atlually exified beforr Abraham, but only 
in the Deſtination, and Appointment of God, to 
whom all live, I, who am no Adept in the 
Cabala of Sociniani/m, cannot underſtand ſuch 
ſtrange Tn tions of Scripture, Herod, and 
Pontius Pilate, might have ſaid the fame.” For 
they alſo hv'd to God before they were brought 
into Being. And they did no other than what 
his Hand, and his Counſel; determined before to be 
done, Nor can I comprehend what Anſwer this 
was to the Queſtion aſk'd by the Jews Ton 
art not yet fifty Tears old, and haſt thou ſeen 
Abraham? 1 with Mr, Lindſey would well 
conſider the ſhocking Conſequences of this his 
Interpretation. It not only makes our Bleſſed 


P. 33, ke. "= 224. Acts iv. 28. 
* A a Saviour 
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Saviour give an impertinent Anſwer to an in- 
pertinent Queſtion, but it puts a Lye in hia 
Mouth, It makes him ſay one thing, and mean 
another, He ſays what he knew the un 
would underſtand, and what they actually did 
underſtand, as declaring his Pre. exiſtener befor 
Abraham : at the ſame Time reſerving another 
Meanipg to himſelf, that he was fire-ordain'd 
to his Office before Abraham. And accordingly 
the ut did ſo underſtand him, and took wp 
Stones to caſt at bim. Nor was his Meaning 
unintelligible only to the Jui, but has been ſa 
to all Chriſtians ever ſince, * They have all 
underſtood theſe Words, as ſetting forth the 
Pre-exiftence of Chriſt, This new ſenſe of the 
Words is, I believe, ſcarce older than Socinus's 
Time. I had in my Anſwer to him ſuf- 
ficiently, as I thought, ſet forth the Abſurdity 
of this new Interpretation: but he does not 
vouchſafe to take any Notice of what I ſaid; 
but advances the ſame abſurd Comment with 


* Juſtin Martyr. Apol. II. p. 95, 96. ren. Lib. iv. e. 27. 
Orig. contra Celſ. Lib. viii. p. 381. Novar, de Trin. c. 23. 
Novatian's Words are indeed very remarkable—Si_ homo tan · 
tummodo Chrifus, quomodo inquit, Ante Abraham ego ſum 
And mentitur igitur, & fallit, 6 ante Abraham non fuit qui ex 
Abraham fult, aut non fallit, fi etiam Deus eft, dum ante bra» 
ham fuit. P. 39, 40. Sec alſo Whithy. Mal- 


deuat. Annot, | 
equal 


1 . 
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equal Confidence, without any Reply, and ſcarce 
any new Proof to ſupport it. 'The only thing 
I can find offer'd in Proof of it is that the 
Worde—T am—in other Parts of Seripture 
ſignify==] am the Chriff, But this does not 
come up dd the Point, It is quite a different 
thing to re am the Chriſt—and I was of old 
deflin'd and appointed of God to be the Chriſt, 
The Truth is—'"tya dum am— is an ellipti- 
cal Propoſition, and, as Grotius has before 
obſerv'd, the Senſe muſt be ſupplied from what 
went before. In Mar. xiii. 6, Luk. xxl. 8. 
the Context ſhews it to be—1 am the Chriſt. 
Job. iv. 26,—T am the Maſiab. Job. xvili. 5. - 
Ian Jeſus / Nazareth, Jabn viil. 24.— 
T am the Light of the World. Jab. vi. 20.—I am 
Jeſus. Matt. xxvi. 22.,—Am 1 the Traytar? 
hut in the Place before us the Context deter- 
mines the Senſe otherwiſe, and obliges us to 
interpret it of the Pre-exiflence of Chriſt. It is 
an Anſwer to the Queſtion of the Jews, who 
ſaid unto bim, Thou art not yet fifty Years ola, 
and baſt thou ſeen Abraham ? | 
Our Lord has been generally thought in his 
Anſwer to refer to the Speech of God to Moſes 
AI am that I am—But our Apologiſt, not only 


* Annot, in Joh, viii. 24. 
A a 2 denies 


W * 
f N % dM ks | 


* 


ito A PP END I * 


denies this, but will not allow that Text to 
have been either rightly tranſlated, or rightly 
underſtaod, It ſhould be, he ſays, tranſlated 
I will be that I will bez and ſignifies no more 
than I will perform what I have promit'd. 
* But does he not know that in the Fabre 
Language the Future Tenſe is often put for the 
Preſent # that the Verb==rn—or N ſigul- 
fies not to fulfil Promiſes, but to exiſt q that 
mMIx—and=rm7-the proper Name of God, 
are Words of the ſame Import, only one is in 
the firſt Perſon, the other in the third : that this 
Speech of God to Moſes is by the Septmagint 
tranſlated— 2% 1 « Qy—and is allowed: by 
all Writers, ancient and modern, YJewy/> .as 
well as chillen. to denote the Eternity and 


+ See Banter Lexicon, Rebert/on Theſaurus, Taylor's Con- 
cordance, Drufius de Nom. Tetragramm. Fuller Miſcell. Sacr. 
L. ii, e. 6. Patrick, Ainſworth, Fagius, Vatablus, Clavius, 
Fran, Junius Annot. Maimon. More Nevechim, p. i, c. 62. 
Phil. Jud. p. 184, 614 Jul. Mart. ad Grac, Exhort, 
p. 23, 24. Clem. Alexand. Pædagog. L. i. c. 118. Strom. 
L. v. p. 562. Novar. de Trin. c. vi. Zu/eb. Præpar. Evang. 
L. xi. c. 9, 11. Demonſt. Evang. L. ix. c. 7. Pear/on on 
the Creed, p. 147.  Waterland iſt Def. p. 57, &c, Knight's 
Script, Doct. p. 133- Second Letter to the Author of Hiſt. of 
Montan. p. 2, Kc. Uniy. Hill, vol. i. p. 486. and Shuck/erd 
Connect. vol. ii. p. 434, &e. | The Yulgate 
Verſion renders it Ego ſum gui Jum ; * Arabick Sternus qni non 
| preverit.. 


neceſſary 


we 
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neveſſary Rule of God Nor will the Text 
allow of this new Interpretation, The Words 
are God's Anſwer to Myr, who had defir'd of 
God to knom by what Name he ſhould call 
him. And this is the Newe given. It follows 
n= Thou ſhalt ſay unte the Children of Ia 
I AM bath ſout me ume v0. -I AM therefore 
is plainly the Name of the Perſon who ſent 
Meſes, the ſame who in the next Verſe, and in 
other Places, is called Jehovah, * a Word of 
the ſame Import, and Derivation, But what 
Senſe will Mr, Liugſey make of, I will be what 
I twill be ?-» This he tells us ſignifies— ] . 
perform that I bave prumis d. — He may with 

equal Reaſon affix any other Senſe to the worde, 
the direct contrary, if he pleaſes. For he 
brings no Proof, nor Authority, nor any pa- 
rallel Paſſage. All he produces is a Note from 
Mr, Le Clerc, who gines a very differen Scale 
of the Words. But he quotes Euſebius, as 
ſaying that the Septuagint Tranſlatars borrow d 
their Interpretation of the Text from the Pla- 
tick Philoſophers: whereas Euſebius, in the 
Place cited, ſays the direct contrary. Not 4 
Word is there in Euſebius about the Septuagint 


© See the Authors above · cited, 4 Preepar, Evangel, 
L. xi. e. 9, | 


Tranſ- 


kw 
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Tranſlaters : on the contrary he tells us that 
Plato "borrowed his Doctrine of the neceſſary 


Exiftence of God from this Paſſage of Moſes. 
And this too he tells us is the Reaſon why the 


132 


'  Word—z]—was' written over the Door of the 


Delphick Temple, for which he quotes 'Plu- 
zarch, whoſe Treatiſe on this Subject we have 
ſtill extant; There we read—We ſay unto God 
r art—dttribiting to him the proper, 
true, and ſole Appellation of Being, as agreeing t0 


bim alone —And again=—God, we muſt ſay—I 8 


and be is not according to any Time, but ac- 
rording to Eternity, which is immoueable, and 
without Time, of Change, in which there is no- 
thing firſt, or la; — but being one it has fill d 
it's. eternal Duration with one perpetual Now, 


And that only Ts, which is really according to this, 


neither paſt, nor future, nor beginning, nor end- 
ing. However I am not unwilling to admit in 
part Mr. L's Interpretation. © The ancient In- 
terpreters above referr'd to tell us, that the 
Time paſt, preſent, and to come, are all ex- 
preſs'd in this Word, and that it denotes God to 
be neceſſarily exiſtent, eternal, always and every 
where the ſame ; immutable In his Nature, and 
faithful in his Promiſes, And accordingly in 
Scripture God ſays of himſelf I am He. I am 


e Ib, c. 11. f Ie, xlviii. 12. 


the 
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the Firſt, I alſe am the Laſs. | 4.7 an Abe 
and Omega, the Beginning, and the End; which 
is, and which was, and which ts to come. Far- 
ther, that the Son of God was the Perſon who 
appear d to Moſes, I have, as I think, ſuffici- 
ently ſhewn in my and that what is. 
ſpoken of Jebovab in the Old Teſtament, is ap- 
plied to Cbriſt in the New. And therefore. we 
may reaſonably ſuppoſe that, when our Lord 
lays of himſelf—7 Am—he refers to this Paſſage. 
in Exodus. And accordingly he ſays in his own 
Perſon, * I am the Firſt and the Laſt—* I am 
Alpha and Omega, the. Beginning, and the End- 
ing, "which is, and which was, and which is to- 
come. And his Apoſtle tells us that be is tbe 
ſame yefterday, and to day, and for ever. * 

It will, I hope, be ſufficient to take. Notice 
of one Text more®, on which our Apologiſt has 
beſtowed much Pains, and many Words; and 
that is Coloff; i. 16, 17. I have in theſe Papers 
inſiſted on this Text as a full Proof that our 
Saviaur is the Creator of all things. But I find 


1 Rev, xxi. 6. f. 12, &c, See allo my Vindic. 

Part ll. p. 40, &c, Kev. kunt, 17. ii. 8, xxii. 13. 
k Rew.i.8, 11. See the Application of this Text to our Saviour 
vindicated from Objections by Dr. Vaterland, Sermons, p. 227. 
&c. Second Def. p. 241, &c. | Heb, xii. 8. 
* P. 455, Ke. x See above p. 30. 


my 
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my Proofo were not rightly levell'd ; 1 did not 
know who I had to deal with; not with an 
Arian, or Socinian, but was going to fay— 
4 Sadducre, But I would not him: 
he does ſeem to believe there are ſuch things at 
Angels, and Spirits. * What then does he mean 
when he tells us that, what is ſpoken by Chriſt, 
and tys Apoſtles, of Angels, good or bad, is ſpoken 
according to the Opinion, and not .the 
Reality of the thing, Purely in Accommodation to 
the Ideas of the eus, and Gentiles, of tboſ Days? 
But if the Language of the Scripture is ſo highly 
 Gbld, and figurative, what am I to believe 
How am I to diſtinguiſh * what Parts of Scrip- 
ture are the Ward of God, and what merely the 
Vrvention and | Embelliſhment f the Writers ? 
What Rule of Faith muſt the common People 
have? and how ſhall we maintain tha Clearnefy 
and Intelligibility of the Scriptures againſt the 
Romans? Certain it is that not only the com- 
mon People, but the Learned of all Ages, have 
believ'd on the Authority of Chriſt, and his 
Apoſtles, that there are ſuch Beings as Devils, 
and that there is one among them, who is 
called the Prince f the Deuili and that they 
have Power to tempt ins to hurt, Mankind, 


T 463, 466. » Sev pe 4. 
| And, 
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And, as to the Text before us, the ancient 
Writers infer from this, and other Paſſages of 
Scripture, that by the Son of God were all things 
created. I ſhall: cite only one Paſſage from 
Jrengus, which is very full to our Purpoſe, - 
"Ne quicquam ex bis que conflituta funt, & in 
fubjetirone  ſunt,. bitur Verbo Dei, per 
uam fatia ſunt omnia, qui eſt Dominus nofter 
Jeſus Chreſtus.' Quuniam enim five Angeli, ſroe 
Arihangels; \ffve Tbroni, frve Dominationes, ab 
eo gu ſuper omnes eff Deus, & cunſtituta ſunt, & 
facta funt per Verbum ejus—ita-ut is quidem qui 
omnia fecerit cum Verbo ſuo juſte dicatur Deus & 
Dominus folus, quæ autem fatta ſunt, non jam 
ejuſdem vecabuli participabilia Nn neque jute id 
varabulum fumere debere, quod e Oreatoris. 
| Creation is indeed here aſcrib'd to the Son of 
God in the moſt full, and expreſſive Terms. 
The Apoſtle ſeems to have taken Care to guard 
againſt all Evaſion. By bim he ſays were all 
things created + not only this Earth on which 
we dwell, but ll things that are in Heaven as 
well as on Barth: not only the heavenly Bodies, 
which fall within our Obſervation, but a/l thing. 
ew and inv}fible * all intelligent Beings, even 


J 625 Bull Def, Fid, Nie. Sed. l. e. 2. Waterland Sermon 
on Joh. J. 3. * Lib, ill, e. 8, Sees alſo Tertull. contr, 
1 1 Nevat, de Trin. e. 14. | 

B b thoſg 
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thoſe of the higheſt Ranks, and Orders, «whether 
they be Thrones, or Dominion, or Principalities, 
or Powers : they were created, not only by him, 
but for him. And be is before all things : and 


by him all things con/;iſt. But no Words whatſo- 
ever can guard againſt Socinian Subtlety. If St. 
Jobn ſays that by the Word all things were made, 
we ate told that the Word was. no Perſon, but 
the Wiſdom of God. If St. Paul teaches ut that 
by the Son of God were all things created, this 
Evaſion will not ſerve : but they have another 
ready. They tell us, that te original Creation 
of all things is not bere ſpoken of; but a new Crra- 
tion, and Regulation of Mankind. I may anſwer 
in the Words of Dr. Clarke, * Nothing can be 
more forc'd and unnatural than the Stcinian's 
Interpretation of this Paſſage, who under/iand it 
Agurati vely of the new Creation by the Goſpel, — 
To the ſame Purpoſe ſpeaks Mr. Peirce in his 
Comment—The Interpretation which refers 
what is here ſaid of our Saviour to the new Crea- 
tion, or Renovation. of all things, is ſo forc'd and 
violent, that it can hardly. be thought that Men 
would have ever eſpouſed it, but for the Sake of 
an Hypotheſis. "The Reader may meet with a Chn- 
futation of it in moſt Commentators. —There are 


P. 479, 46. * Script, Dodtr, Trin. n. 550. | 
indeed 
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indeed ſcarce any Words but what are uſed 
ſometimes in an improper, or figurative, Senſe. 
The Reformation of Mankind, and the Con- 
verſion of a Sinner, is ſometimes in Scripture by 
a beautiful Figure called Creation, becauſe of 
the Greatneſs of the Change, and the mighty 
Power of God in effecting it. But the Words 
will not bear that Senſe here. For all things in 
Heaven and Earth are here ſaid to have been 
created by bim. Now this is the very Expreſ- 
ſion, which is uſed in Scripture for the Creation 
of the World by God Almighty. And: by this 
Expreſſion good Men of old ſet forth the 
Power and Sovereignty of Gd. 

Again, bim were created all things that 
are in Heaven, and that are in Earth, viſible 
and inviſible. But the heavenly Bodies, the Sun, 
Moon, and Stars, underwent no new Regula- 
tion: and the Angels, who never laps'd, needed 
no Renovation, It muſt therefore be their ori- 
ginal Creation, which is here ſpoken of, and 
aſcrib'd to the Son of God. And accordingly 


Mr. Lindſey very prudently paſſes over in Si- 
lence this — Clauſe——vi#bl and invifible. 


Gen, i. 1. ii. 4. Exod. xx. 11. Xxxi. 17. 2 Kings 
xix. 15. 2 Chron, ii. 12. Neb. ix. 6. Pſal. cxv. 15. 
exxi. 2, exxiv. 8. cxxxiv. 3. exlvi. 6. J. xlii. 5. Fer. xxxii. 
17, Ad iv. 24. xiv. 15, Rev. x. 6. xiv. 7. 
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But he tells us, that ) Heaven and Earth the 
ze Interpreters under/iand all Mankind,” Yew 
and Gentile. This I cannot but think a vety 
forced Interpretation, and not warranted by the 
Paſſages referr d to. I am ſenſible indeed that 
the — Dr. Hammond puts this Senſe upon 
this Phraſe at the twentieth Verſe of this Chap - 
ter, and alſo in the parallel Paſſages in the 
Epiſtle to the Epheſians. And Mr. Locke, 
though he gives us another Interpretation, yet 
ſpeaks of this with ſome Approbation. But I 
can ſee no Reaſon to depart from the natural, 

and uſual Signification of the Words. Theſe 
Paſſages will admit of an eaſy Interpretation, if 
we conſider that our Saviour, when he aſcerid- 
ed up into Heaven, told his ” Apoſtles that a 
Power was given unto him in Heaven, and in 
Earth: that St. Paul tells us that Gad hath 
bighty exalted bim, and given him a Name, which 
it above every Name, that at the Name of Teſus, 
every Knee ſhould bow, of things in Heaven, and 
things i in Earth, and things under the Barth ; and 
again that * God rait d Chrift from the Dead, and 
ſet him at his own Right Hand in the heavenly 
Places, far above all Princs pality, and Power, 


P. 464, 479. 480. * Comment, on 256. i, 10. 

Y Matth. xxviii. 18. * Phil, ii. * 10. Hb. 1. 
N See allo 1 Pet, il. 22. 6 [LID 
and 


* 


KEN DUIX. 2 
and Might, and Dominion. Let us farther con- 


ſider that Cbriſt is not only the Head of the 


Church, but alſo tbe. Head of all Principality 
and Power z and that under him, as one com- 
mon Head, the Saints on Earth, and Angels, 
and Fellowſhip. . The Apoſtle repreſents 
Chriſtians as admitted into the City of the living 
God, the beavenly Jeruſalem, and to an innume- 


rable Company. of Angels, to the general Aſembiy, | 
and Church of the Firfi- burn, which are written 


in Heaven. And accordingly. we find that 
the heavenly Angeli concern themſelves in the 
Work of our Redemption z they rejoyce at tho 
Converſion of a Sinner, and miniſter to then, 
who are Heirs of Salvation. Theſe things, 1 
ay, being . conſfider'd, and theſe Paſſages of 
Scripture compar'd together, we ſhall not be at 
a Loſs to underſtand St. Pau/'s Meaning Eph. 
li, 10, where he tells us, that now unto the 
Principalities and Powers in heavenly Places 
might. be known by the Church the manifuld Wife. 
dim of God.— This Dr. Hammond thus para- 
phraſes—That by what is now done in the Church: 
the very Angels may now come to know, that 
which before they knew not, the great Fariety of 

b Col. ii, o. b. Xii. 22, 23, P. l. 12. 


* Luk, xv. 10. f Heb. i. 14. See alſo Lak. ii. 13. Mate. 
xvili. 10, 1 Tim. iii. 16. N God's 
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God's wiſe diſpen/ing of thinge—And' in like 
Manner Dr. Whitby, Grotius, and moſt other 
Commentators expound it. Nor will the Words 
well bear any other Sgnification. St. Paul alſo 
in the ſecond Chapter of this Epiſtle, v. 5. &c. 
compares the Converſion of the Heathen to the 
Reſurreftion from the Dead: and in Alluſion 
to this he ſays that God hath rais'd us up together, 
and made us fit together in Leuven Places in 
Chriſt Jeſun. Here i Tos emypeviog—may 
either ſignify the heavenly State of Chriſtians in 
Compariſon to their former State of Heathehiſm; 
or rather that we are hereby admited into Fel- 
lowſhip with the Saints and Angels in Heaven. 

For ſo—w roi meparias—ſignifies Ch. i. 20. 

From hence too we may underſtand the 
Apoſtle's mes Ch. iii. 15. where he tells us 
that of Chrift the whole Family in Heaven and 
Earth is nam d. t On which Place Grotius tells 
us that it was common for the Fews to call 
Angels, and good Men; the ſuperior, and inferior, 
Family of God, who both acknowledged Chrift 
for their Head. To the ſame Purpoſe Grotius 
interprets Ch. i. 10, where God is ſaid to gather 
together in one all things in Chriſt, both which are 
in Heaven, and which are on Earth.—avaxiOa- 
AzuwragR—to unite together under one Head, even 


Ses allo Whithy and Zanchius, NS 
my” Chrift, 


A P P E N DI X. 191 


Chriſt, not only Ju and Gentile, but all the 
Inhabitants of Heaven, And this will help to 
illuſtrate, and explain, the parallel Paſſage, Col. 
i. 20. where God is ſaid by Chriſt to reconcile 
all things, not iar but —e are This, 
as Gratius obſerves, fignifies—under him—the 
ſame ag—w rw Xgara—in the parallel Paſſage. 
' And-—2amxanata—lignifies to reconcile and 
make Friends one with another. Our Reconci- 
liation. to God is ſpoken of in the following 
Verſes, * The Meaning then I take to be is 
that Chriſt by his Death hath not only recuncil d 
us to God, but to one another. He hath not 
only reconcil d both Few and Gentile unto God in 
one Body: by the Croſs : but Angels are thereby 
reconcil'd to us, of our Enemies become our 
Friends united with us in one Body under 
Chriſt, and ready to perform all friendly Offices 
to us. Dr. Hammond indeed ſuppoſes Heaven 
and Earth in theſe Texts of Scripture to ſignify 
no more than all Mankind both Few and Gen- 
tile ; but herein he differs from moſt other 
Commentators: whether he, or they, be in the 
right, let now the intelligent Reader judge. 
But the ſame Dr. Hammond finds himſelf 
oblig d by the Context to interpret the ſame 
180 ſay all the Lexicons, Scapula, Stephens, Suidar, Heſpehiur, 
Phavorinu, : See Whithy, Pearce, Zanchiur. 


N P Phraſe 
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Phiraſe n the Text before us C/. 10 16. of 


igel ns well as Men, and fo does Mr. Locke, 
and alſo Grotfuz, and all the Commentators in 
peneral—Crorius on Bpb, l. 21, thus ſpeiks. 
Snte/lirunt quidam de imperiis rrrrenis, ſod loci 
Colo. i. 16, er u bic infra -in. 10.—rvin- 
tit agi bie de rim Angelorum claſſbus And 
Dr. Hammond ſays that ir will be moſt reaſonnble 
in this Plate to interpret it in the greater Extent 
to comprehend Angels, and Men too; thereby 
t out the eternal Divinity, ond Power of Chri, 


op 1 Creatour of all. | 
- But what ſhall we'ſay to the Thrones, and 


Dominivns, Principalities' and Powers.” 
Aprſile, we are told, borrowed this Language 
| from ; the Traditions of the Yews, without any 
certain Knowledge of the Matter bimſelf.— And 
for this he quotes Canobius, an eminent Pro- 
teſtatit hy who liv'd about the Time of 
the Reformation. And he might have quoted 
from htm 's full Confutatien of all that he has 
here advance d. Zanchius, in the Plads referr d to, 
proves at large the Divinity' of eut Suuiuur 
from tine very Puſſage: and tells us that by 
Thrones and Dominion; bc, are merit differvnt 
Orders of eh. hug d indeed ſay that St. 


5. Comment, on Eph, i i. 20. ” Nes dee Whith, Prirc 
li. = | pas / 
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Paul had no diſtin Knowledge hf theſe 
Orders, and that he made Uſe of ſuch Names, 
CES by among the Fews, Let 
us ſuppoſe then that St. Paul borrow d theſe 
Terms from the ru, or took ſuch as were 
uſed to ſignify different Principalities among 
the Heathen World, yet it muſt be allowed that 
he meant hereby different Ranks of Angels. 
This, if there could be any Doubt about it,- 
might be made appear by comparing this Text 
with Rom. viii, 38,—Eph, i. 21.—ill. 10.—vi. 
12,1 Pet, iii. 22. St, Paul was no Sadducee, 
but a Phariſee, and believ'd, I preſume, us they 
did, and all reaſonable Men muſt do, that there 
are in the Scale of Being different Orders of 
Intelligences ſuperior to Man, Angels and 
"Spirits, ſome of lower, and ſome of higher 
Rank. And he here in plain Terms teaches us 
that all theſe, from the loweſt to the higheſt, 
however they may be diſtinguiſh'd, or-by what- 
ever Names they may be called, were created by 
the Son of God. But let us on the other Hand 
ſuppoſe that St. Paul was wiſer than his 
Countrymen, 'and full as wiſe as Mr. Lindſey, 
and believ'd nothing of this imaginary Hierarchy 
of Angels, and invifible Powers, yet tis confeſs'd 


A4, xiii, 6, Ae. | I P, 474, 


Cc that 
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- i prot to , and Gentiles, who did 
Opinions, And therefore they could 
— wr him to mean that all theſe 
invjfble Powers, and Angel, were created by the 
Sen of Gad, by bim, and for him: and Bt, Paw 
muſt know that they would To underſtand him, 
Our Apalggi is. very angry with the werthy 
Dean of Glouceſter for acculing the Sacinian 
; Sy/tem, as repreſenting the ſacred Writers to be 
fuch very bad Men, as nat to be wworthy of any 
| Credit, or Eſteem, on account of their manifeſt 

and ture-fac'd Falſhoods. But 1 defire 40. know 
how he would vindicate, nat St. Raul, but 
himſelf and his own em, That the World 
was created by Gbriſt he holds to be a manifeſt 
\Falſhoed : and yet -he .would perſwade us that 
St. Paul uſes ſuch Language to his Converts, 
as according to their Notions they could not 
but underſtand in this Senſe, It follows unde- 
niably, either that St. Paul was a very bad, or 
at leaſt a very weak, Man, or that Mr. Landſey's 
Syſtem is a moſt falſe and abſurd one: I hope 
he will chooſe the latter part of this Dilemma. 
And 1 muſt again beſeech him to reflect 
what Injury he himſelf offers to the ſacred 
Writers, by charging them with uſing .ſuch 


bold and figurative Language, as was naturally 
® See P. 418, | 


APPENDIX 195 


calculated to lead thoſe, who they wrote to, 
and all Cbriſſians ſince, into an hurtful Error, 
and that in a Point of the utmoſt Importance, 
By this means * (ſays an ingenious Writer) the 
Soctnians have not taken Myſtery out of the 


Seripture ; they have only changed its Place: 
They have taken Myſtery out of the Dofirine of 
Scripture, where it was venerable, and worthy 
the Majefly of God: and they bave placed it in 
the Phraſe of the Scripture, where it is opprobri= 
aus, and repugnant to God's Sincerity. 

This Appendix has run out to a Length be- 
yond what I expected: all I ſhall ſay more to 
our Apologift is to recommend to him the good 
Advice,* which he gives us from Dr. Whitchcot, 
that he would read the Scripture, as a Man 
would read a Letter from a Friend, in the which 
be doth only look after what was his Friend's 
Mind and. Meaning; not what he can put upon 
bis Words. | 

* Dr. Young's Sermons, Vol. II. Serm. ii. p. 7B. 
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